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Mr. CARTTER. I call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. CLARK. I rise to a question of order. | 
wish to ask whether that case could not now as- 
sume the same position it cecupied on that day? 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order 
making it the duty of the Speaker and the House 
to receive reports, and to execute all the other 
business of the morning hour, the Wheeling 
Bridge case was reported from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and would be 
regularly first in order, but for the additional order 
made on Monday, by a vote of two thirds of this 
body, that the particular bill now under consider- 
ation be reported and take precedence. The two 
special orders are here in conflict. The Chair 
thinks that the last order ought to be considered 
the first. He does not know of any other rule to 
govern him. The bill reported on yesterday from 
the Committee on the Judiciary is first in order, 
and takes precedence of the Wheeling 
case. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
ular order of business. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make an inquiry in 
reference to this point of order. Do I understand 
the Chair to decide that because the House sus- 
pended the rules to allow this committee to make 
a report, it made that report a special order? 
‘There was nothing in the resolution which made 
it a special order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
House, by a two-thirds vote, ordered that that bill 
should be reported yesterday morning. The 
Chair decides further, that the authority to report 
carries with it the right to consider, and therefore 
gives the report precedence over the other busi- 
ness before the House. 

Mr. STUART. 1 wish to make this point: 
The Speaker decided upon the railroad reports, 
that although they came from the same commit- 
tee, the report first made was first in order, and 
that notwithstanding it was postponed to a par- 
ticular day, when that day arrived it took priority 
according to the time of the report. 

The SPEAKER. That has been the decision 
and practice under it. 

Mr. STUART. I submit that this case, as it 
now stands, falls entirely within that principle. 
The House did not make a special order by au- 
thorizing this committee to report within the morn- 


sridge 


I call then for the reg- 


ing hour, and the bill comes in as if they had re- | 


ported in the regular order of their call. When 
we reach a case which has been previously re- 
ported in the regular order, it takes priority in 
time. This is not a special order. 

The SPEAKER. Well, what is it? 

Mr. STUART. If the Chair will allow me, it 
is precisely as if the Judiciary Committee had re- 
ported this bill upon a regular call of the commit- 
tee, and the House had gone on to consider it, and 
while considering it, a bill, which had been previ- 
ously reported to the House 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
from Michigan to order. 

The SPEAKER. 
from the decision of the Chair, further discussion 
is out of order. 

The Chair will again state the case, and remind 
the House of the condition of things. Some months 
ago the House passed a special order that the 
morning hour should be devoted to the call of 
committees for reports, and to thatalone. On last 
Monday, after a suspension of the rules by a two- 
thirds vote, it was ordered by the House that the 
Committee on the Judiciary should report this 
particular bill. Theorder having been given thus 
to report it, the Chair thinks it carries with it the 
right to consider; and that you cannot separate 
the right to report and the right to consider when 


I call the gentleman 


itisreported. Thereis difficulty about the matter, | 
the Chair admits, but that is his opinion with re- 


gard to the point of order. 

Mr.STUART. From thatdecision I feel bound 
to takean appeal. I wish tostate,inafew words, 
the views I take of this question. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I moveto lay the appeal 
upon the table. 
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Unless an appeal be taken | 
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Mr. STUART. You can do that when I cet 
through. If you happen to ebtain the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan must be reminded of the fact, s being 
a question of priority of business it is not debata- 
ble; nor is the appeal taken from the decision of 
the Chair debatable. 

Mr. MILLSON. Is it in order to make an in- 
quiry, as a matter of fact, of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be happy 
to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to ask whether this 
Committee on the Judiciary were ordered to make 
the report, or whether they were merely permitted 
to make it? 

The SPEAKER. The committee were not 
ordered to make the report in terms, but it was 
especially authorized by a two-thirds vote of the 
House to report. Thus was precedence given over 
other committees to report; and if the right to 
report carries with it the right to have the report 
considered—as it is the opinion of the Chair it 
does—precedence was given over the reports under 
consideration at the time the rules were suspended. 

Mr. CARTTER. TIrisetoa question of order. 
Is there any question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. An appeal has been taken 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CARTTER. I then call for the question 
upon the appeal. I believe it is not debatable. 

Mr. STUART. I have a right to state the point 
I make. 

Mr. CARTTER. The gentleman has been 
stating it for half an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would have 
the rightif he had not already done so, and he has 
based his appeal upon it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The gentleman says that he has 
the right, after he takes an appeal, to state his 
point. I maintain he must state his point before 
he takes his appeal. 

The SPEAKER. He did so, and obtained the 
decision of the Chair upon his statement. 

Mr. STUART. I have the right to have the 
Chair state, before the House votes upon this 
question, what is the ground of the appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated it, but 
he will repeat his statement with pleasure. 

Mr. STUART. With al! deference to the 
Chair, I think he has not apprehended me. I wish 
the Chair to state the precise point I made. I 
believe I have that right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the 
gentleman cannot, if it be objected to, make a state- 
ment. The gentleman is aware of the fact that 
the appeal is not debatable. 

Mr. STUART. I ask that the Chair shall state 
the ground upon which I have taken an appeal. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iask that the 
113th rule may be read. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to make a single 
inquiry of the Chair. Suppose the House had 
suspended the rules upon the application of half a 
dozen committees, to allow them to make reports, 
which report would be first considered ? 

The SPEAKER. The one first made. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Then why does the Chair 
reverse that decision in this case? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
force of that point. 

The Chair again states that the House made a 
peculiar special order some two months ago to the 
effect that the morning hour should be employed 
in calling committees for reports and to the exclu- 
sion of all other business. That was one special 
order. On last Monday a motion was made to 


that thi 


suspend the rules for the purpose of introducing a | 


resolution, which was done by a vote of two thirds. 
The resolution was then adopted, authorizing the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report this particu- 
lar bill yesterday morning. The resolution was 
specific, that the committee should report on yes- 
terday morning. The Chair has decided simply 
that between these two special orders he is inclined 
to the opinion that the right to report this particu- 
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it the rivht to « reports from 


other committees 

Mr. STUART. 
to the Charr le 

The SPEAKER Then the centleman has been 
unfortunate in stating, or I have been unfortunate 
in understanding his point. 

Mr. STUART. Thep the Chair 
is this: ‘The report from the Judiciary Committee 
is not a special order, and the House only gave 
leave to that committee to report ata particular 
time. . , 


int I made 


tthe p 
' 


int | made to 


The question was then puton the mot on to lay 
the appeal upon the table, and upon a division 
there were—aves 83, noes 44. 

Mr. STUART demanded 
ordered; and Messrs. 
were appointed, 


tellers; which 
Ropsins 


were 
and CHANDLER 
he question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported that there were—ayes 84, noes 326. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsy 
McLananan] to recommit House hill 
rerulating the fees and costs to be allows 


clerks 


The pendi: & questior 


and marshals of the circuit 
“the United States. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. If it is the pl 
the House, | move that the further: 
bill be dispensed with. 


Mr. BOWIE. I object. 


amendment to the bill. 


“Ot te ‘ 
courts Of 


readu & ot the 


l wish to move an 

The reading of the bill was then continued and 
concluded. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. This bill 
having been read, it is apparent to the House that 
it is full of details. I ask the Speaker, whether 
it is in order to make a motion to comn 
Committee of the Whole on 
Union? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. McLananan] is upon the floor. It 
would be in order but for the fact that the centle- 
man from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the Chair whether the 
morning hour has expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CARTTER. What then will be the con- 
dition of the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. 
to recommit. 

[Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had 
examined, and found truly enrolled, the act 
making appropriation for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1853, and for other purposes, and the joint 
resolution of the House, No. 24, providing forthe 
distribution of the laws of Congress and the de- 
bates thereon. ‘They were then severally signed 
by the Speaker. | : 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Houston; and it was decided in the afirm- 
ative. 


utittothe 


tne 


the state of 


There is a motion pending 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Pue ps in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 196, making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1853, and for other purposes, 

The CHAIRMAN. When thecommittee rose 
on yesterday the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Smarrt,] to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Meape,] both in regard to the publication of the 
laws and public advertisements in the newspapers, 
was under consideration. It had been discussed, 
and the vote was aboutto be taken upon it when the 
committee rose. The question is, then, upon the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from 


lar bill from the Judiciary Committee carries with || Maine, (Mr. Smarr. ] 
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The question was then taken upon Mr. Sarr’s | 
amendment to the amendment, and it was re- 
jected, 

The question then recurring upon Mr. Meape’s 
amendment, it was taken, and the amendment was 
reiected, 

“The following section was then read: 


‘For proof-reading, packing, and distributing laws and 


documents, including cases, labor, and transportation, 
$10,000," 


Mr. HOUSTON, Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 


amendment, which comes in at the end of this sec- | 
tion: } 





For the purchase of sach works as are immediately re 
quired for the library of the Departinent of State, $2,000; 
for the remodeling of the library of the Departinent of State, | 
arranging and classifying the collection, binding the pam 
phiets which are contained therein, and preparing a cata 
logue of the same, @1,000. 

‘The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWIE. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the clause appropriating, 
under the head of State Department, $1,000 for 
miscellaneous items, viz: 

Whereas the Congress of the United States, on the 23d of 
December, 1799, ** Resolved unanimously, That a marble 
‘monument be erected by the United States, in the capital, 
‘at the city of Washington, and that the family of General 
‘ Washington be requested to permit his body to be depos 
‘ited under it, and that the monament be so designed as to 
* commemorate the great events of his military and political 
*life;”? which resolution remaining to be executed, to re 
deem the faith of the United Stutes thus pledged, and com- 
memorate the inestimable services and illustrious virtues of 
Washington, $100,000 is hereby directed to be paid out of 
any unappropriated money in the Treasury to the Wash- 
ington National Monument Society, to aid in the erection 
of the monument pow being built by that Society on the 
public grounds in the city of Washington, 

Mr. HOUSTON, It appears to me that the | 
amendment is not in order to this bill. I have no 
doubt in the world that the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Bowe] could get such a resolution 
passed in either House at any time, if he would 
allow it to be examined. 

Mr. BOWIE, It proposes simply to appropri- 
ate $100,000 to redeem the faith of the United 
States, pledged in the year 1799, to erect a monu- 
ment to Washington, commemorative of the events 
of his life and character. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I submit the question of | 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis constrained, 
under the rules, to decide that, in his opinion, the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. BOWIE. A joint resolution in regard to 
this matter was adopted by Congress as far back 
as 1799, and this appropriation is merely to carry 
outin good faith that act of Congress. The amend- 
ment ts clearly within the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised | 
of any existing law authorizing the expenditure 
proposed by the gentleman. 

Mr. BOWIE, It is embodied in the joint res- 
olution of the two Houses. I refer to the action 
and legislation of Congress to satisfy the Chair of 
that fact. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
most reluctantly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ma- 
ryland (Mr. Bowre] has submitted an amendment 
which has just been reported to the committee. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovston]} 
makes a question of order. The Chair decides 
that the amendment submitted by the gentleman | 
from Maryland {Mr. Bowre] is not in order under | 
the 18st rule, which reads, ‘* that no appropria- 
tion shall be reported in such general appropria- 
tion bills or be in order thereto for any expendi- 
ture not previously authorized by law.”? The 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Bowie] appeals 
from this decision of the Chair, and the question 
now is, ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judzment of the committee?”’ 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the Chair permit me to 


state my reasons forthe appeal? The rule is, that | 


no amendment or noe appropriation shall be moved 
as an amendment to the civil and diplomatic ap- 


propriation bill, except in conformity with some 
revious law, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will also an- | 


nounce as another reason, that the amendment 


proposed is not germane to the bill, in the opinion | 


of the Chair. For both reasons, now stated, the 
eee 
Chair rules the amendment out of order. 


Mr. BOWIE. I beg indulgence of the Chair |! 


merely to reply to the first reason assigned. There 
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is a joint resolution of Congress making it obliga- 
tory and requiring that this work shall be done, 
but it has never been executed. I wish to carry 
out that law. 

The CHAIRMAN, Discussion is not in order. 
The question is, ** Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?’’ 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, Messrs. Sran- 
ron, of Tennessee,and Fow.en acting as tellers, 
and there were—ayes 80, noes 39. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The following clause of the bill was read, viz: 

‘Northeast Executive Building.—For compensation of 
the superintendent and four watchmen of the northeast 
executive building, $2,250.” 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the above clause by adding thereto the following: 

And that the two watchmen employed on the two wings 
of the Capitol sball have the same police powers which are 
imposed by law upon the regular police of the Capitol, and 
receive a salary of $730 per annum, being the sum they 


now receive, and continued no longer than the completion 
of the building. 


Mr.5, said: It will be seen, by that amendment, 
sir, that the object of it is not to increase the sal- 
ary of these men. It is not to take one single dol- 
lar out of the Treasury more than will be taken 
out of it anyhow. ‘he simple purpose of the 
amend ment is to clothe these men with police pow- 
ers to enable them to aid the regular police of the 
Capitol in suppressing riots, preventing depreda- 
tions from being committed upon the work, and 
protecting the materials. 


The chairman of the Committee of Ways and || 
Means yesterday, when I presented a similar | 


amendment, and made the same explanation, held 
up to mea little book, which, he said, contained 
estimates from the Secratary of the Treasury, and, 
inasmuch as he could not find any estimate made 


for this appointment, he therefore could not go for | 


it. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,]} 
his colleazue upon that committee, opposed the 
amendment without understanding what the ob- 
ject of it was,and led, perhaps, the House to be- 


lieve that the design was to increase the salaries of || 
these men, to fasten them upon the Treasury at a | 
higher rate of pay than they had before. I ex- 


plained to himthat such was not the object of the 
amendment, nor is it the object of the amendment. 
It is simply for the purpose Lintimated. 1 do not 
know how it is, or why it is, that we should sit 
here merely for the purpose of doing what the 
Committee of Ways and Means think proper to 
dictate to us. There are other committees in this 
House. This amendment comes from my com- 
mittee, which is the Committee on Public Build- 
ings. We have investigated it. It has been rec- 
ommended by the proper officers of the Govern- 
ment, and officers whom the law requires should 
make recommendations to our committee, and we 
report them to the House. But we are told, sir, 
when such a proposition is made from our com- 
mittee, that it has not been before the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and that the estimates are 
not presented in the Secretary of the Treasury’s 
report, and that, therefore, the House should not 
vote for it. I make these remarks to show that I, 
for one, am not disposed to sit quietly in my seat 


here, and do whatever the Committee of Ways 


and Means may think proper to dictate to me and 
to the House. 


They may say now that this is not provided for | 


by law, and therefore it cannot, under the decision 
of the Chair, come under the rule. Well now, 
sir, itis provided for by law. The President has 


been given power by this House, and the other || 


| branch of Congress, to carry on this improvement 
of the Capitol. He has full power todo it. He 
has power to appoint an architect, to appoint a 
superintendent, and to appoint all other officers 
that are necessary to carry out the objects of the 
law. These men weresaid yesterday not to have 
been appointed according to law. Now, are they 
notappointed according to law? You have given 
the President power to do it. You have given 
him money to do it. You have given him all the 
requisites to carry out these objects, and this is 
one of them. The law does provide for it, and 
I hope the House will adopt the amendment, and 
let these men have the authority which is neces- 
|| sary to enable them to discharge their duty. 

(| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 


from Kentucky has made a very extraordinary 
speech in support of his amendment. Ip the first 
place, sir, [ attempted no such thing as to mislead 
the House yesterday with regard to his amend- 
ment. I merely siated the number of policemen 
here, and the compensation they received; and, 
sir, if the gentleman has a committee, and is not 
disposed to sit silent and permit others to get their 
bills in, let him report the bills which ovght to 
come from his committee, and ask the House to 


| consider and pass them. Again, sir, the gentle- 
| man says that you have invested the present Presi- 
| dent with power to appoint an architect and all 


these officers, and that it is in accordance with 
law. Ido not controvert that; but if it is as he 
says, why the necessity of reénacting that law? 
W hy not let it stand, as I said yesterday—which 
I believe is the better policy—under the superin- 
tendence and supervision of the President and the 
architect of these two wings, until the building 
shall be completed; and then, if it is right to have 
| the permanent police of the Capitol increased, it 
will be time enough to do it. Why is this amend- 
ment brought in here at this time? If all this 
power is vested in the President and the archi- 
tect, and they have the power to appoint a police, 
and they have exercised that power legitimately— 
which t do not pretend to controvert—there is, 
according to the gentleman’s own showing, no 
necessity for any legislation upon this subject at 
this time. 

Again, I say, that itis wrong for this House, or 
| Congress, to recognize by the amendment a per- 

manent police about this building under an ap- 
pointment by the architect. If they have to 
be increased, do it, sir, according to law, and 
as it should be done. If this temporary police 
are wanted, as | understand it from the gentle- 
man himself—by the architect—for the purpose 
| of watching and protecting the building, and the 
| tools which the workmen may leave there, then I 
say this is all legitimate and proper under the law 
| vesting the President with the power of appoint- 
| ing an architect; and there is no necessity, I again 
| say, for its coming into this bill at this time. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I propose to 
amend the amendment by striking out $30, and 
inserting $50, so as to make the salaries $750 per 
| annum. 

Mr. S. said: The question upon this amend- 
ment lies in a nut-shell. It is whether the police 
| officers appointed by the architect for the pur- 
peewee which are admitted even by my colleague to 

»e useful and proper, shall be clothed with police 
| powers. I presume there is nobody here who will 
| differ as to the importance of that point; and no- 
| body will refuse to give them that power. Then 

there is another question involved in that amend- 
ment—whether the salaries of these men shall be 
paid out of the appropriation for the Capitol, or 
| paid out of the common Treasury ? It isa matter of 
no consequence whether it comes out of that ap- 
propriation, or whether it comes out of the Treas- 
ury by appropriation in this bill. I presume 
| there can be no question about that. The import- 
ant point is as to police powers. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Will thegen- 
tleman from Tennessee permit me to explain? I 
will say that the amendment does not propose to 
pay these police officers out of the Treasury, but 
to pay them out of the funds from which they 
have already received their money. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Then I was 
mistaken on that point. There is another point 
upon which I desire to say a word, and I address 
myself particularly to my friends upon this side of 
the House. 

Now, when they will point out any particular 
item that is extravagant in the expenditures of 
this Administration, that is wrong, improper in 
itself, and illegal, I shall be as ready to condemn 
it as any man upon this floor, and to hold the 
Administration responsible for these illegal or ex- 
travagant expenditures, or for any conduct of the 
Admunistration that may make such expenditure 

unnecessary. But when my friends upon this 
| side of the House go into the approaching presi- 
dential canvass upon the principle that the ex- 
penditures of this Administration amount to such 
an enormous sum—— 
‘| Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman to or- 
| der. 
‘| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
| fine his remarks to his amendment. 











1852. 


Mr. STANTON. I propose to increase the ex- 
penditure $20, and therefore my remarks are in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the gentleman’s remarks are not in order 
upon his amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I say that the expenditure 
of the next Administration will be greater, and 
must be greater 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
order. 

Mr. STANTON. Why,!I propose to increase 





I again call the gentleman 


the expenditure $20, and | am discussing the ques- | 


tion of expenditure. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. It certainly 
is in order. 
it to the Administration. 
der. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STANTON. So great is the demand for 
money for the exercise of the powers of this Gov- 
ernment that during the next Administration the 
expenditure will and must be increased. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


nessee is not in order. 


Mr. STANTON. Then I submit to the decis- | 


ton of the Chair. 





Mr. HOUSTON. It is a little extraordina- | 
ry 

Mr. STANTON. I call the gentleman to or- 
der. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Tamin order. 


I am speak- 
ing against the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- || 


bama rises to oppose the amendment of the gen- || 


tleman from Tennessee, and to be in order his 
remarks must be confined to that amendment. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
extraordinary that the gentleman from Tennessee 
should attempt to introduce into debate here, 


which we are all endeavoring to confine to the || 


legitimate subject-matter before the Chair, that 
which is irrelevant. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, 
gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again states 
that the gentleman from Alabama must confine 
his remarks in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the Chair will enforce 
the rule upon every member. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Sranron] said that I held upa 
little book yesterday. I presume it isa book he 
has never read. It contains the estimates laid be- 


I call the 


fore Congress at the commencement of this session, | 


and I presume the gentleman is not acquainted 
with it. It contains estimates for all appropria- 
tions that were submitted to the committee of 
which I am a member, and upon this particular 
point we have reported all that was asked for. I do 


not know what estimates the gentleman may havein | 


his pockets. I am not required to go to him for 
estimates. The estimates are sent to us from the 
proper departments of the Government, and we 
act upon them. That is what we have done now. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Did you re- 
port all the estimates recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the public grounds and 
public buildings? 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ken- | 


tucky asks if we reported all the estimates sent to 
us. Clearly we did not. We cut down the esti- 
mates from all the departments and bureaus in 


many instances, but in this case we gave what was || 


asked from us. 

Mr. FICKLIN. 
of the honorable chairman to this point, that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentacky con- 
tinues those persons in office—not annually—but 
until the Capitol is completed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes; that is another point. 
The amendment, as I understand it, fastens A 
and B—the men now in office—upon the Govern- 
ment until this Capitol is finished. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Not at all. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But then I ask the chairman 
and the committee this question—for while there 


may be nothing particular involved so far as the | 


amendment is concerned, in regard to the amount 
of money, there isa principle involved in it: we are 


The gentleman wishes to increase the | 
expenditure of the Government, and then charges | 
Certainly that is in or- | 


I again call the gentleman | 


The gentleman from Ten- | 


1 will say that it is a little | 


I desire to call the attention | 





called upon to acknowledge and indorse an appoint- 
ment made by the architect, as I contend, with- 
out the authority of law. Now, if there had been 
any law for it, | reckon the gentleman would have 
shown it. He takes the ground, that the Pres- 
ident 1s invested with authority to gonduct these 
buildings, and with power to appoint an architect, 
and that he had power to appoint everybody else 
who might be necessary. Why, that is certainly 
a singular doctrine. Has the President the power 
to appoint forty policemen? Why, if he has the 
power to appoint one without law, he has the 
power to appoint one hundred without the author- 
ity of law; and it is only the enormity of his con- 
duct, according to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that would strike the sense of the country or Con- 
|| gress, and not the principle involved. Now, I 

have never seen the law by which this police was 

appointed, and I do not believe any law exists for 

that purpose. [ have no doubt the gentleman from 

Kentucky is candid and sincere in the construc- 

tion he gives to the law, but I differ with him en- 

tirely. lL contend that the President, under the 

law to which the gentleman has made reference, 
ii has no authority, nor has the architect of the 
|| building authority, to appoint policemen ad lib- 
itum, or other officers, without discretion and with- 
out the control of law, and put them upon the 
country, and Congress is to be called upon to in- 
dorse them without investigation. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
my amendment. 

Ihe amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I propose to 
amend my amendment, so as to increase the sala- 
ries of these policemen $10. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman cannot pro- 
pose to amend his own amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule that 
the gentleman has no right to propose to amend 
his own proposition. He may modify or change 
it before the vote is taken, but he cannot be per- 
mitted to propose an amendment to his own amend- 
ment for the purpose of discussion. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. That is not 
my proposition. It is a proposition from the 
Committee on Public Buildings, and I, in my rep- 
resentative character, propose to amend their or- 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


order. 


I withdraw 


The gentleman is not in 


and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. I now offer the following 
amendment, which will, in all probability, relieve 
| all objection that gentlemen may have taken on 
| the score of money. It is as follows: 

That the two watchmen employed upon the two wings 
|| of the Capitol shall have the same police powers as are im- 
posed by law upon the regular police of the Capitol. 


Mr. FICKLIN. I submit, sir, that that amend- 
ment is not in order. 





tion with this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the attention of the 
|! Chair had been called to the matter at the time, he 
would have been constrained to rule that the 
|| amendmentof the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 

SranTon,] in the first instance was not in order, 
| as not germane to the proposition upon which he 

proposed to base it as an amendment. As the at- 
|| tention of the Chair is now called to it, he is com- 
pelled to rule this amendment out of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Under the instructions of 


following amendments: 


*¢ eight thousand nine,” andinsertin lieu thereof the words 





104th line, insert the following : 
| 
| 


20th of April, 1818, and who is now acting as assistant chief 
clerk in said office, being hereby increased to $1,600 per 
annum. 


The clause will then read: 


messengers, and assistant messengers in his office, 859,150 ; 


| clerk in said office, being hereby increased to §1,600.”’ 
The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 
| the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


| Theclause proposed to be amended is as fol- 
I lows: 





The question was then taken on the amendment, 


After the word “ fifty,’ in line 103, strike out the words | 
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It is conferring police pow- } 
ers upon A and B, by name, and has no connec- | 


the Committee of Ways and Means, I offer the | 


“nine thousand one;”’ and after the word * dollars,”’ in the 


The salary of one of the clerks created by the act of the | 


“ For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the clerks, | 


the salary of one of the clerks created by the act of the 20th | 
of April, 1818, and who is now acting as assistant chief | 
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** For compensation to temporary clerks employed in the 
office of th 


Third Auditor, ian making out certificates of 
service from the muster-rolls of 1812, and the several Indiana 
Wars, $35,000: Provided, That no clerk shall receive more 
than at the rate of $1,000 per annum under this act, except 


one, whose salary shall be #1600.” 


The amendment is, to add to the above clause 
the following: 

And four others, whose pay shall be S4 per d 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I would in- 
quire whether those officers are provided for by 
law? 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee 


This amendment 


is to give them exactly what they are entitled to 
under the law in pursuance of which they were 
appointed. 

Mr. STANTON. Do you not propose to give 
them additional compensation ; 

Mr. JONES. This amendment is to make 
their pay conform to what was provided by the 


tel 
in 


ted 


law under which they were app« 
The question was then taken on Mr. Jones’ 


amendment, and it was agreed to, 

Mr. HOUSTON, Lam instructed by the Com 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: ; 

After the word ‘‘ thousand”’’ in the 124th . 
strike out the word ‘**two,”’ and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘ four,’’ and add to the clause the follow- 


ing: 


The salary of one of the clerks created by the act f 


20th of April, 1818, being hereby increased to $1,000 per 
annum. 
The clause wil! then read: 


‘For compensation of the 
the clerks, messe 


Register of the Treasury, and 


ger, and assistant messenger in his off 


&30),400, the salarv of one of the clerks created by the act 
of the 20th of April, LS15, being hereby increased to $1,100 
per annum.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [am instructed bythe same 


committee to offer the following amendment, to 


come in after the 166th line among the appropri- 
ations for the office of the Third Auditor: 

For expenses of arranging the document rooms, and pre 
serving files and papers, $1,000, 

The amendment was adopted. 

ry a . al " ‘ . ‘ } 

The following clause having been read 

** For compensation to temporary clerks empioyed ir 
office of the Commissioner of Pensions, #1 
vided, That no clerk shall receive more than at the 
$1,000 per annum under the act’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to strike out 
all after the word ‘ provided,’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

That no clerk shall receive more than at the rate of three 
dollars and thirty-three and one third cents 
cept two, whose compensation shall be &1, 


the 


Pp» 


) nM) 


rate of 


per dien xX 


200 per annum. 


Provided further, That the said limitation shall extend to 
the appropriations for clerks contained in the ip 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1852,’’ approved July 31st, 


L852. 

Mr. J. said: By the law under which temporary 
clerks inthe Pension Office were originally em 
ployed, their compensation was fixed at $3 334 
per diem, which 1s some $40 over $1,000 per an- 
num. In the deficiency bill, an appropriation for 
deficiencies in the payment of these temporary 
clerks passed this House, limiting their compensa- 
tion to $1,000 per annum. It went to the Senate, 
and the Senate struck out that provision, and in- 
serted that their compensation should not exceed 
$1,200, intending thereby that it might be graded 
from $1,200 down. When it came back to the 
House, the House added a proviso that the com- 
pensation of theseclerks should notexceed $1,000, 
except two, whose salaries should not 
$1,200. 

This proviso is to make this bill correspond with 
what the two Houses did in the deficiency biil,, 
and to correct that part which limited the com- 
pensation to $1,000, instead of to $3 3344 day. 
I'he paying clerk in that office has gone on a: 
paid at that rate, and it is necessary to adopt th 
amendment in order to enable him to settle! 
counts, and to make the compensation of these 
clerks what it was under the law originally passed, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jonrs’s 
amendment, and it was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the follewing 
amendment: In line two hundred and eighty-one, 
after the word ‘*General,’’ strike out the word 
‘“‘two,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word *‘three,”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

“ Por the compensation of the clerks and messengers in 


em- 


ex ‘eed 


i8 


s AC- 


| the office of the Surgeon General, $3,650.’ 
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The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am also instructed to offer | 
the following: In line three hundred and seventeen, 
among the appropriations for the office of the 
Chief Engineer, strike out ‘‘ $175,”’ and insert in 


lieu thereof ** $225,”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


‘‘ For blank-books, binding, stationery, and printing, 
$225," 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed by the same 
committee to move to insert after the words ** one 
hundred,’’ in the three hundred and eighteenth 
line, the words ** and fifty,’’ so as to read: 

‘* For miscellaneous items, &150.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON, 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: After the word ‘ office,’’ in line three 


hundred and fifty-four, strike out the word * elev- | 


en,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ** twelve,”’ | 
so as to make the clause read: 

“ For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau of Navy- 
Yards and Docks, and of the civil engineer, draughtsman, 
clerks, and messengers in his office, $12,600.”’ | 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SIBLEY moved to amend that portion of 
the bill relating to the Territory of Minnesota by 
inserting after the word ‘*twenty,”’ in the four 
hundred and fifty-fourth line, the word ‘*three,”’ 
and after the word ** thousand,”’ in the same line, 
the words ‘four hundred,” so as to make the | 
clause read: 

“ For compensation and mileage of the members of the | 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex 
penses of the Assembly, $23,400.” 

Mr. S. said: | move to increase that item to 
423,400, in accordance with the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Chair- 
man, the estimate upon which the Committee of | 
Ways and Means acted was based upon a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Territory of 
Minnesota, made immediately after he entered 
upon the duties of his office. Subsequent examin- | 
ation satisfied him that he had under-estimated 
the sum necessary to defray the legislative and 
other expenses of the Territory, and he sent in to 
the Treasury Department a corrected estimate, | 
amounting to the sum I now ask for. The esti- | 


mate has not only received the indorsement of Mr. |! 
Whittlesey, the Comptroller, but also that of the | 
Secretary of the Treasury, as | have before stated. 


The sum heretofore appropriated has been $24,000, 
and even that has been insufficient to meet the ex- 
penditures, and [ have been necessitated to ask an 
additional sum of Congress, during the present 
session, to make up the deficiency. I do not | 
wish the Delegate from Minnesota to be placed in | 
a position hereafter which will render it necessary | 
for him to urge upon this House the appropriation 
of money to pay arrearages. It is embarrassing 
and unpleasant to be obliged to press such a meas- 
ure. ‘The sum mentioned in my amendment will | 
suffice to pay the expenses of the territorial gov- 
ernment; less will, in my judgment, be insuffi- 
cient. I can conceive of no reason why the ap- | 
propriation should be diminished. I do not think 
the honorable chairman of the Ways and Means 
can bring forward any evidence to convince the | 
committee that the sum can properly be reduced 
from former appropriations, or that the territorial 
authorities of Minnesota have expended the an- 
nual allowance otherwise than in a proper man- 
ner, and in accordance with law. 

The document, recommending the increase to 
the sum specified in my amendment, is now in 
. my hand, together witha letter from the Secretary 

of the Treasury, directed to myself, which is as 
follows: 

Treasury DerartTMENT, May 6, 1852. 

Sir: In reply to the joint letter of yourself and Alexander 
Wilkin, Esq., addressed to the First Comptroller, relative 
to the insufficiency of the estimates for Minnesota Terri- 
tory, [ have the honor to transmit a copy of a communica- | 
tion from this Department to Hon. Speaker Boyp, dated 
22d January last, concurring with the recommendation 
therein inclosed for the increased appropriation, in accord- 
anee With the suggestion of Secretary Wilkin. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

THO, CORWIN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. H. H. Starey, House of Representatives. 


_ I trust that the committee will agree to my mo- | 
tion, notwithstanding the opposition of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, although I confess I | 
have not much hope of succeeding in any measure | 


I am instructed by the Com- | 
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which does not receive the favorable consideration 
of that committee. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee of Ways 
and Means inserted $20,000 for the legislative ex- 
penses of the Territory of Minnesota, which was 


the amount fif@t estimated for by the Secretary of | 


that Territory. That is the amount estimated for 
Utah, New Mexico, and Oregon. Only $19,000 
has been asked in somecases. All the other Ter- 
ritories get $20,000, or under, for the very same 
items of expenditure. This appropriation is 
based upon the estimates presented by the Secre- 
tary of Minnesota since the meeting of Congress. 
Here are the corrected estimates to which the gen- 
tleman has referred, and | regret to say that al- 
most all the estimates for the Territory of Min- 
nesota seem to be increased. The Delegate from 


Minnesota succeeded in getting into the defi- | 


ciency bill several thousand dollars more than 
was estimated for, and more than the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means really thought they 
ought to have. Knowing that a feeling of indul- 
gence towards the Territories generally prevails 
in this House, we were disposed not to scrutinize 
their expenditures too closely. We give them in 
this bill their first estimate, and we give them as 
much as is given to all the other Territories, ex- 
cept Oregon, and we give them more than we give 
Oregon. 


Mr. SIBLEY. 


I would ask the gentleman 


from Alabama whether the Committee of Ways | 
and Means had any evidence before them that the | 


appropriations previously made for’ the govern- 
ment of the Territory of Minnesota have not been 
expended according to law? And further, if there 


is any evidence that the sum of $24,000, which 


| has been heretofore appropriated, has been more 


than sufficient ? 
Mr. HOUSTON. I will answer the gentleman’s 


oes I do not know what he calls the codi- | 
ying of the laws, the employment of extra clerks, | 
and all that class of expenditures, which were di- | 


rectly in the teeth of the law of 1842. But we con- 
cluded to give that to them, in the deficiency bill, 
notwithstanding that it was an expenditure con- 
trary to law. But, then, why should we give 


$24,000 to Minnesota, and only $19,440 to Ore- 
Is there | 


gon? Is there any propriety in that? 
any reason for it? 


We may not be able to say that the money has | 


been fraudulently disposed of, and yet there is 
such a thing as being more extravagant than is 
necessary. I take it for granted, that the price of 
everything necessary to enable the Legislative 
Assembly to proceed with the administration of 


the government, is quite as high in Oregon as itis 


in Minnesota. 

A Voice. Double that amount. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend says double the 
amount. I have no doubt itis. I know it is very 
much larger. We gave them all they asked, until 
the Secretary took a second examination, when 
he made larger estimates. I think the appropria- 


tion in the bill is large enough, and I hope the | 


committee will not adopt the amendment. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the amendment is in order. 

The question was thea taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, offered the following amendment to 
the clause of the bill providing for the territorial 
expenses of the Territory of New Mexico. 


lowing: 


For compensation of the Acting Secretary of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, from the 5th of April, 1851, to the | 


20th of June, 1851, #425. 


Mr. H. said: Mr. Chairman, the Delegate from | 
New Mexico is here, and can probably explain | 
I will, however, | 


this matter better than I can, 
say this: The papers are before the House going 


to show that Governor Calhoun, after having ar- | 


rived in New Mexico, found it necessary, in his 
opinion, to appoint a Secretary of the Territory, 
in advance of the ratification of the nomination of 


Secretary Allen, whose nomination was afterwards | 


ratified. J am aware that he had no authority to 
appoint a secretary—none at all; but in the de- 
ficiency bill Congress made an appropriation for 
paying an Indian agent, which he had appointed as 


, much without authority by law as in this case. 


| He states that the ap 


/ amount would be necessary under that bill. 


No further debate upon | 


After | 
line four hundred and sixty-three insert the fol- | 


August 4, 
ointment of this secretary 
was necessary, and that he could not have got 
along without him. It was in advance of the rat- 
ification of the appointment of Secretary Allen by 
the Senate. In view of the action of the House 
relative to the Indian agent which he appointed, 
the Committee of Ways and Means saw fit to 
recommend this amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON, under instruction of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, moved to amend the 
section providing for the salaries of the district 


judges, by inserting in line four hundred and 


seventy-six, after the word ‘* seventy,” the word 
‘*two,’’ so that the section would read— 

** For salaries of the district jndges, $72,000.” 

Mr. H. said: The object of this amendment is 


_ to remedy an omission upon the part of the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury. He shows that in send- 
ing his estimates here, he omitted to provide for 
the district judge for Louisiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following clause of the bill was then read, 
viz: 

‘* For defraying the expenses of the supreme, circuit, and 
district courts of the United States, including the District 
of Columbia, also for jurors and witnesses in aid of the 
funds arising from fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred 
in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1853, and previous years, 
and likewise for defraying the expenses of suits in which 
the United States are concerned, and of prosecutions for 
offenses committed against the United States, and for the 
safe-keeping of prisoners, 8300,000.”? 


Mr. HOUSTON, under instructions from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, moved to amend 
the above clause, by striking out $300,000, and 
inserting $550,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment is 
this: In passing upon this bill, the Committee of 
Ways and Means put in $300,000, in view of the 
action of the Committee on the Judiciary, in re- 
porting a fee bill, because we did not know what 
Since 
that time the bill has been reported. I furnished 
the Secretary of the Treasury with a copy of it, 
and asked him to predicate estimates upon it, and 
furnish them tous. This he has done, and the 
amount of his estimates is what the Committee of 
Ways and Means now recommend to be inserted 
in this section. He estimates $550,000 as the 
amount which will be necessary for this fiscal 
year. The $300,000 which the committee put 
into the bill is an arbitrary sum. I will remark 
here, that Mr. Whittlesey informed me—and the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary [Mr. 
McLananan] has a knowledge of this subject— 
that the estimate now presented is a larger one, 
for the reason that the law is a new one, and if it 
should pass, he did not want to have a deficiency. 

I will state furthermore, that the estimates of 
the Department, of the same officers, under the 
existing laws, is $692,000, so that there will be a 
saving of $142,000 if this bill should pass in its 

resent form. ‘The Committee of Ways and 
Nene propose to insert what has been estimated 
by the Department, predicated upon that bill. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I want to 
offer an amendment to the four hundred and sev- 
enty-seventh line. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee have passed 
that portion of the bill, and itcan only be returned 
to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I send my amendment to 
the Chair, and ask to have it read. 

It was read, as follows: 

Add to the section the following, viz: 

Provided, That the district judges of the United States 
shall receive each an annual salary of notless than $2,000; 
so that the whole section would read as follows, 
viz: 

‘‘ For salaries of the district judges, $70,000: Provided» 


That the district judges of the United States shall receive 
each an annual salary of not less than $2,000.” 


Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. [object to returning 
to that clause of the bill. i 

Mr. MARSHALL. I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman who objects, that this is an amendment that 
the Committee on the Judiciary have instructed 
me to offer to this part of the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Lask if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis notin order to debate 
the amendment, if objection is made to its recep- 
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Mr. MARSHALL. Then I will offer it, to | 
come in at the end of the pending section; which 
relates to the judiciary establishment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled 
to decide that itis not in order to come in at the 
end of the section now under consideration, be- 
cause it is not germane to the subject of that sec- 
tion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Will the Chair allow me 
to suggest, that the section under consideration 
provides for defraying the expenses of the judici- 
ary establishment, and I cannot see why it is not 

ermane. 

The CHAIRMAN. A preceding section pro- 
vided for defraying the salaries of the district 
judges. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I know it would have 
more properly come in in the section to which the 
clause alludes, but it seems to me that it is suffi- 
ciently germane to the section under consideration 
to make it in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will suggest to 
the gentleman from Kentucky, that his amendment 
is perhaps not in order upon another ground: that 
amendment reduces the salary of some of these 
officers while they are in office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must again 
remind gentlemen that this debate is not in order. 
The Chair has decided that the amendment is not 
in order. Does the gentleman appeal? 

Mr. MARSHALL. If my amendment is not 
in order as an amendment to the section under 
consideration, I will offer it as an independent 
section, to come in immediately after the one now 
under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, that will not change the question of order 
in the least. The Chair will again be compelled 
to rule it out of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Have we not the right 
to offer an independent section connected with the 
subject of the judiciary? 

The CHAIRMAN. A proposition which is | 
submitted as an amendment to another proposi- 
tion under consideration must be germane to that 
subject under consideration. Now, we have al- 
ready passed that clause in the bill which appro- 
priates money to pay the salaries of the district 
judges of the United States. We have passed 
that point, and are now providing for defraying 
the ordinary expenses of the courts. The Chair, 
therefore, thinks it is not in order to offer as an 
amendment to the section a proposition relating to 
the salaries of the judges. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 beg respectfully to sub- 
mit to the Chair—without intending to appeal 
from his decision—whether, when we are consid- 
ering the judiciary establishment and the expenses 
for that establishment, he will decide that we have 
not the right to add an independent section relating 
to the salaries of the judicial officers? We have an 
appropriation of $70,000 to pay the salaries of the 
district judges, and [ submit whether we cannot 
add a section providing that the minimum salary 
shall be $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
that there is another objection to the amendment | 
of the gentleman which might be urged against it. 
The salaries of some of the judges are more than 
$2,000, and we have no right to provide that the 
salary of a judge shall be diminished during his 
continuance in office. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If the Chair will allow 
me, my amendment will not be subject to the point 
which the Chair raises. It does not bitvide for 
diminishing the salary of any judge. It only pro- 
vides that the salary of no judge shall be less than 
$2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The Chair decides that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is notin order. Does the | 
gentleman appeal? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I do appeal from the | 
decision of the Chair? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
if the committee have not prepared and reported a 
bill fixing the salaries of the judges at a sum above | 
$2,000 ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. They have not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is not in order. | 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Marsnatt] | 


submits an amendment to come in at the end of | 
line five hundred and two—at the end of a section | 
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providing for the ordinary expenses of the supreme 
and district courts of the United States. The 
amendment is, ‘* provided that the district judges 
of the United States shal! receive each an annual 
salary of not less than $2,000." The Chair de- 
cides that the amendment is not in order, because 
it is not germane to the subject of the section to 
which it is offered. From this decision the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky appeals, and the question 
therefore is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the committee ? 

Mr. MARSHALL demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Lanpry, and Stanton 
of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 59, noes 56; no quorum voting. 

The roll was then called, and the following gen- 
tlemen answered to their names: 


Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Bur 
rows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Cald 
well, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Church 
well, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Cullom, Curtis, Daniel, Joha 
G. Davis, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Eastman, 
Edmundson, Evans, Ficklin, Fitch, Floyd, Fowler, Thos. J. 
D. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gor 
man, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, 
Hall, Hascall, Haven, Hawes, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, 
Holladay, Horsford, Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, T. 
M. Howe, T. ¥. How. Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson. Jenkins, 
John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Geo 
W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, 
Mason, McLanahan, McMullin, McNair, Meade, Millson, 
Miner, Molony, John Moore, Morehead, Morrison, Mur 
ray, Nabers, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Sam 
uel W. Parker, Penniman, Phelps, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, 
Schermerborn, Schoolcraft, Schooumaker, David L. Sey- 
mour, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan 
ton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Thurston, Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, Walsh, Wat 
kins, Wells, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and 
Woodward. 

The committee then rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman, (Mr. 
Puewps,) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had, accord- 
ing to order, under consideration the Union gen- 
erally, and particularly House bill No. 196, 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1853, and having found itself 
without a quorum, had ordered the roll to be 
called, and instructed him to report the facts to the 
House, with the names of the absentees, which 
are as follows: 

Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. 
| Bailey, Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Bissell, Bocock, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Albert G. Brown, 
seorge H. Brown, Buell, Burt, Lewis D. Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Caskie, Chastain, Clingman, Colcock, Conger, Cott 
man, Darby, George T. Davis, Dawson, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, Durkee, Edgerton, Ewing, Faulkner, Florence, 
Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Gilmore, 
Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, Hammond, Harper, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, Kubns, 


Kurtz, Mace, Mann, Edward C. Marshall, McCorkle, Mc- | 


Donald, McQueen, Meacham, Miller, Henry D. Moore, 
Murphy, Olds, Peasiee, Penn, Perkins, Polk, Porter, Pow- 
ell, Price, Rantoul, Reed, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, 
Russell, Sackett, Savage, Scudder, Scurry, Snow, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, 
Strother, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, George 
W. Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Wallace, Ward, Wash- 
burn, Weich, Addison White, Williams, and Yates. 


A quorum being now present, the committee 
again resumed its session. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon 
sustaining the decision of the Chair. The tellers 


(Messrs. Stanton, of Tennessee, and Lanpry) 
will resume their places. 


The question was again put, and the tellers re- 


| ported—ayes 62, noes 56. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
The following clause of the bill was then read 
| by the Clerk: 
| For supplying light-houses containing 3,272 lamps with 
| Oil, tube-glasses, wicks, buffskins, whiting, and cotton cloth, 
| transportation and other expenses on the same, and for re 
pairing and keeping in repair the lighting apparatus, 


|| $182,330 78.°? 
|| Mr. EVANS offered the following amendment: 


|| Add at the end of the above clause the following, viz : 


* And the President is hereby authorized and required 
to levy the same light duties and charges upon foreign ves- 


| sels entering the ports and barbors of the United States, or 


passing the light-houses thereof, as are charged by any cor- 
poration, or by any foreign Government, to the citizens or 


subjects of which such vessels may belong, upon vessels | 
|| of the United States. The said money, when s0 collected, | 
| to be carried into the Treasury, and the amount thereof to | 


be reported annually to Congress.” 





2069 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit whether 
that amendment is in order or not? 

Mr. EVANS. I propose my amendment to 
come in directly after the first clause of the bill, 
relating to light-houses, and it relates exclusively 
to light-house establishments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The opinion of the Chair 
is, that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. EVANS. I propose to raise means for 
the support of light houses. And if it is not in 
order, { am not capable of drafting an amend- 
ment that is in order. [ hope the Chair will re- 
consider his decision. I think he will come to 
the conclusion that the amendment is in order. If 
there is any doubt about it, | should like to have 
the benefitof thatdoubt. It would save us a great 
deal of money, and it would not interfere with our 
establishments at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is stil! of the 
opinion, after an examination of the amendment, 
that it is not in order. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, requested that the 
amendment be again read; and it was read accord 
ingly. 

Mr. JONES. Itis clearly out of order. The 
bill under consideration is for appropriating money, 
and the proposed amendment is forraising money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Such is the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. GORMAN. I would like to ask the gen 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] if that is not 
the law now ? 

[Cries of ** Order!’’ ** Order!’’ and ** Hear him !”’ 
‘* Hear him !’’] 

Mr. EVANS. Itis not; but I cannot explain 
itto any extent now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition under 
consideration is to appropri ule money for the pur- 
pose of keeping up our light-houses. The prop 
osition submitted by the gentleman from Mary 
land proposes to levy a tax or duty upon foreign 
vessels which may enter our ports and pass our 
light-houses. The Chair decides that the amend 
ment is not germane to the proposition now be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. EVANS. If I modify the amendment so 
as to apply this money to the light-house system, 
will the Chair then decide it in order? I will make 
that modification, if it will obviate the objection of 
the chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will not alter the 
opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. EVANS. ThenI appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ma- 
ryland has submitted the amendment which has 
been reported by the Clerk. The clause under 
consideration provides for the support and repairs 
of light-houses, and the gentleman’s amendment 
provides for levying a tax or light money upon 
foreign vessels entering our harbors and passing 
our light-houses. The Chair decides that the 
amendment is not germane to the bill, and there- 
fore not in order. From that decision the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. Evans] takes an appeal. 
The question is, ** Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?”’ 

Mr. McCORKLE demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Mason, and Futter 
of Maine, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 53, noes 64. 

So the decision of the Chair was not sustained. 

Mr. EVANS. I request the attention of the 
committee to this very important question. 

The light-houses of England are under the con- 
trol of a corporation known as the Trinity Board. 
The English Government makes no appropriation 
out of the National Treasury for the support of 
lights, but permits the corporation to farm them 
out to individuals, who, under its direction, col- 
lect its dues and defray the expenses. 

I hold in my hand a copy of a correspondence 
which took place between our Minister, the Hon. 
Abbot Lawrence, and Viscount Palmerston upon 
the subject of these light-house dues. I believe 
this correspondence has not been yet printed by 
order of our Government, but it has been in Eng- 
land, and I have thus been enabled to procure it. 
I will call the attention of members to certain facts 
to be found in that correspondence, and also to 
the difference between the English and American 
system of maintaining lights, in order that they 
may perceive the unjust discrimination which is 
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made arainst American commerce and American 
shipping. 

W e, as everybody knows, make appropriations 
out of the Treasury of something like a million of 
dollars annually for the erection and maintenance 


of light-houses, and then throw them open free to | 


allthe world. English vessels arrive at and de- 
part from our ports and harbors free and untaxed. 

In return, what treatment have our ships in 
English harbors? Every American mail steamer 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


English ships pay nothing at Charleston or New 
York, is beyond my conjecture. I trust that the 
adoption of this measure may at least induce the 
British Government to support its own lights, as 
we support our lights; or, if that purpose fail, this 
at least we shall zain—we will put our commerce 

| upon an equality with theirs as respects charges, 
and shall derive a large revenue from their ship- 
ping for the support of our lights. I subjoin the 
correspondence: 


entering at Liverpool pays for light dues sixty-two | 


pounds for each voyage. If wecharged the Eng- 
lish steamers at the same rates, we should collect 
from them annually no less a sum than three 
thousand two hundred and twenty-four pounds, 
( £3,224.) The two steamers, the Washington and 
Hlermann, running from New York to Bremen, 
touching only at Southampton, have paid in a sin- 
gle year, £800, including the charges for the Hel- 
iroland light, which, Mr. Lawrence says he is in- 
formed, those steamers have never seen. 

This Heligoland light, | have been informed, is 


the property of two English ladies, of a wealthy | 


family, who reap its revenues. 
One commercial house in New York, says Mr. 


Lawrence, running sixteen ships between that || 


port, Liverpool, and London, paid ina single year 
£2,498 for light-house charges; about $12,000. 
Another American shipping house paid for lights 
in 1846 £2,252, or about $11,000. Mr. Lawrence 
further remarks, that— 

‘*Within ten years past the shipping of the United States 
has contributed upon 7,872 vessels, the aggregate tonnage 
of which was over 4,681,995, the immense sum of two 
hundred and thirty-four thousand pounds sterling, or over 
#1,009,00), for the support of the light-house system of 
the United Kingdom.’’ 

He continues— 

‘-During the last year, (1850,) there appears to have been 
levied upon the shipping of the world for the light dues 
of the United Kingdom, between £400,000 and £500,000. 
Of this one fourteenth part was paid by citizens of the 
United States; while British subjects, with a fleet doubtless 
equally large inthe ports of the United States, have not 


been taxed at all for the maintenance of lights. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in view of its liberality, is 
justified in asking Her Majesty’s Government to do away 
with this great inequality, and remove this restriction on 
commerce,’? 


inough of these quotations, for I shall print 
the whole correspondence between Mr. Lawrence 
and Lord Palmerston, and I trust that it may be 
widely read, 

‘These, then, are the unjust differences made be- 
tween the treatment of American ships in English 
waters, and of English ships in American waters. 
It amounts to a discrimination in ten years of 
41,100,000 against our commerce. Moreover, the 


discrimination is odious; for 1 have heard, and I | 


helieve, that the whole amount thus collected by 
British corporations, is not necessary for the sup- 
port of their lights, but that a large portion of it 
goes to pamper and support particular families, 
pensioners, and others. It is high time that this 
pitiful system was changed for the better; and the 
tone of argument and curtness of final action made 
use of by Viscount Palmerston, renders this a 
very necessary way of retaliating, and thus either 
of compelling an abandonment by the English of 
their unjust system, or, if that cannot be done, of 
compelling British ships to pay towards the sup- 
port of our light-houses the same amount that our 
ships pay towards the support of their light-houses. 
‘That ts fair and just, and must be brought about. 

Neither is this any time for continuing special 
favors and immunities to British shipping. We 
have lately beheld upon our northeastern frontier 
a British squadron, with little or no notice, seize, 
capture, and confiscate the vessels of our hardy 


mm 


fishermen. Britain had doubtless forgotten the | 
immunity from light charges and light dues which 


we, with unexampled generosity, have so long 
granted to her shipping on our waters; but I, sir, 
am now disposed to remind her of it, and to con- 
vince her, by thus putting her vessels and our own 
upon the same footing—by this act of just retalia- 
tion—that we accord favors only when they are 
generously returned, and that we can withdraw 
them when they are abused to our own injury. 


Sir, there is no reason that I know of why this | 


amendment should not be adopted. It provides 
only that a foreign ship shall pay for the support 


of lizhts in our waters the same amount that our | 


ships pay for the same purposes in foreign waters. 
Why a cotton ship from Charleston, or a mer- 
chant ship from New York, should be paying 
hundreds of dollars in England for lights, while 


MR. LAWRENCE TO VISCOUNT PALMERSTON. 


**Unirep States Lecation, ) 

*€138 Piccadilly, December 31, 1850. § 
‘©The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America, has the honor, under instructions from 
his Government, to invite the attention of Viscount 
Palmerston, Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, to the subject of the 
light dues exacted of the mercantile marine of the 
United States entering the ports of the United 

Kingdom. 

|| **It is nearly two years since Her Majesty's 
Government determined to respond to theinvitation 


for now just one year, on the reciprocal basis es- 
tablished in accordance with such recommenda- 
tion. The United States ask Great Britain to 
carry out this principle; to establish reciprocity in 


fact, as well as in name—to do justice to the com- | 


merce of the United States. 


** The light-houses, floating-lights, buoys, and | 


beacons on the whole sea and lake coast, and riv- 
ers of the United States, were constructed and 


| are maintained by the Federal Government, an | 


annual appropriation being made by Congress for 
these objects. No light dues of any kind are 
levied, either on vessels of the United States or on 
ships of foreign nations. In the year 1792, there 
were but ten lights in the Union. In the year 
1848, there were two hundred and seventy light- 
houses, thirty floating-lights, one thousand buoys, 
besides numerous fixed beacons. Thereare prob- 
ably at this time, including those under construc- 
tion on the Pacific coast, more than three hundred 
light-houses, with a proportionate number of 
floating-lights, buoys, &c., all of which are given 
| to the use of the world by the United States, 
without tax or charge. 

** The commerce of the United States is not met 
with a corresponding liberality in the ports of the 
United Kingdom. The reciprocity intended to be 
established by the navigation law of last year, and 


so much to be wished for between the two greatest | 


commercial nations of the giobe, will not be realized 
if American tonnage continues to be subjected to 
onerous light duties in Great Britain, while Brit- 


ish vessels enjoy, without pay, the lights, &c., | 


upon the coast of the United States. 

‘** The undersigned is not unaware that the sys- 
tem of light dues in this country is somewhat 
complicated; but he believes that as reforms have 
been madein many other Jaws and customs adopted 


in former ages under a different state of society, | 


so changes can be made in these, adapting them 

more to the present condition of the world, and to 
| the liberal policy of other nations. 
| ** In the illustration of the onerous and unequal 
|| operation of the present system of lights in Great 
Britain upon American commerce, the undersigned 
has the honor to ask Viscount Palmerston’s at- 
tention to a few examples. 

‘<The American mail steamers entering at Liv- 
erpool pay for light dues the sum of £62 for each 
voyage. If the British steamers were subjected to 
the same charge in American ports, it would 
amount annually to the great sum of £3,224. Two 
steamers, the Washington and Hermann, return- 
ing from New York to Bremen, and touching on 
the way at Southampton, paid last year light dues 
to the amount of £800, including the charges for 
the Heligoland light; which the undersigned is 


Franklin, running between New York and Havre, 
and touching at Cowes, but without anchoring, 
merely to land its mails, has been subjected to 
|| light dues; which have been paid by order of the 

Trinity House, but under protest of the consignees. 
|| One commercial house in New York, running six- 


| 


|| teen ships between that port, Liverpool, and Lon- 


of the United States, made to the world many years | 
ago, and recommend Pariiament to repeal the pro- | 
| hibitory navigation laws of the kingdom; and the | 
commerce of the two nations has been conducted | 


informed they have never seen. The steamer | 


August 4, 
don, paid last year for such dues £2,498 3s. 6d. 
Another American shipping house paid for lights 
in 1849 the sum of £2,252. . 

** The undersigned will not multiply individual 
examples of the amount of thistax. ‘The number 
of American ships that entered the ports of the 
United Kingdom for nine months, ending October 
1, 1850, was 602, with a tonnage of 473,900. If 
one third be added for the last quarter of a year, 
the total will be 752 ships, and about 600,000 tons, 
being an average of nearly 800 tons to each ship. 
Assuming this calculation to be substantially cor- 
rect, it appears from the trade list that 3,909 
American vessels have entered the ports of the 
United Kingdom in the last four years, witha ton- 
nage of 2,422,492. During the last ten years the 
numberof American vessels entered into the United 
Kingdom has been 7,872, with an aggregate of 
4,681,925 tons. 

‘*'The light dues are not the same in all the 
ports of the United Kingdom. The rate at Liver- 
pool is 10$d. or 1]1d.; whereas in London the 
charge is 13d. per ton. If the average is taken at 
ls. per ton, aship of 800 tons would pay £40, 
and 752 ships, with 600,000 tons register, would 
pay about £30,000, or $146,000 annually, and it 
is not probable that the amount of tonnage will 
decrease in coming years; 3,909 American ships 
must have paid, with a tonnage of 2,422,492, the 
sum of £121,000, or nearly $600,000. And within 
ten years last past, the shipping of the United 
States has contributed upon 7,872 vessels, the ag- 
gregate tonnage of which was 4,681,925, the im- 
mense sum of £234,000, or over $1,100,000, for 
the support of the light-house system of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom. 

‘** During the last year, there appears to have 
been levied upon the shipping of the world, for 
the light dues of the United Kingdom, between 
£400,000 and £500,000. Of this, one fourteenth 
part was paid by citizens of the United States; 
while British subjects, with a fleet doubtless 
equally large in the ports of the United States, 
have not been taxed at all for the maintenance of 
lights. The Government of the United States, in 
view of its liberality, is justified in asking Her 
Majesty’s Government to do away with this great 
inequality, and remove this restriction on com- 
merce. 

‘* The undersigned believes that no other nation 
levies so heavy a tax upon ships, in the form of 
light dues, as this. There are in the United States 
many more light-houses, &c., than in the United 
Kingdom; yet the annual appropriation for the 
construction of new, the repair of old light-houses, 

' and the maintenance of both, does not equal one 
fifth of the annual amount raised for this purpose 
in the United Kingdom by the tax on the ship- 
ping coming into its ports. 

‘*In conclusion, the undersigned, on behalf of 
his Government, expresses the wish that Her 

| Majesty’s Government may take this grave sub- 
ject into consideration; that it may speedily set 
free American shipping from so unequal and so 
onerous a restriction; that it may complete its 
great measures for commercial freedom, and may 
thus increase still more the intercommunication 
which is already producing such happy results. 

‘« The undersigned, &c., 

‘* ABBOTT LAWRENCE.”’ 





VISCOUNT PALMERSTON TO MR. LAWRENCE. 


‘* Foreign Orrice, February 6, 1851. 

‘*The undersigned, &c., has the honor to in- 
form Mr. Lawrence, &c., that her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment has had under its consideration the note 
which Mr. Lawrence addressed to the undersigned 
on the 31st of December, complaining that heavy 
light dues are levied on American shipping in the 
ports of the United Kingdom, whilst no dues of 
the same kind are charged upon British ships fre- 
quenting the ports of the United States; and Mr. 
Lawrence says that he is instructed by his Gov- 
ernment to request that measures may be taken 
in order that American vessels may enjoy in Brit- 
ish ports, in regard to exemption both from light 
dues and other similar charges, the same advant- 

ages which British vessels enjoy in the ports of the 
| United States. 

‘In reply, the undersigned has the honor to 
|| state, that i difference between the treatment of 
|| British vessels in American ports, and that of 
|| American vessels in British ports, in regard to 
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light dues, is a consequence of the difference || the present navigation law of Great Britain is 
which exists between the system on which coast | founded. For that navigation law relates to the 
lights are maintained in the United States, and the | admission of foreign ships into British ports with 
system on which such lights are maintained in the || certain goods on board, and coming from certain 
United Kingdom. voyages, which goods and voyages would, before 

‘In the United States, the coast lights are erected | the passing of that law, have involved an exclusion 
and maintained by the Federal Government, and || from a British port; but that law has no reference 
the expenses connected with those lights form | to light dues or harbors dues, nor does it make 
part of the general expenditure of that Govern- || any mention of such matters, and it cannot, there- 
ment. The Federal Government, therefore, has | fore, be appealed to as requiring, for its complete 
a right to determine whether it shall reimburse | execution, that any change should be made in such 
itself for this outlay by levying light duties upon || matters. 
shipping, or whether, on the whole, it may not ‘* Her Majesty’s Government are quite ready to 
be more for the advantage of the United States, | discuss with the Government of the United States 
and more conducive to the commercial pros-| any question which may arise in regard to any 
oerity of the nation, that this charge should be | supposed incompleteness in the mutual application 
bene by the public revenue, and that the com- || of that principle of reciprocity in matters of navi- 
merce of the Union should be freed from any bur- | gation, which is contained in the act 12 and 13 
den in the shape of light dues upon vessels fre- || Vict., cap. 29; but willing and desirous as they 
quenting the ports of the Union. The Government || are to carry out the provisions of that act to the 
of the United States having power to decide this || fullest extent, with respect to all countries which 
question, has determined wisely, as Her Majesty’s | are disposed, as the United States have declared 
Government think, as well as liberally, to free |, themselves to be, to pursue a similar course, yet 
the commerce of the Union from any burden on | her Majesty’s Government cannot admit the force 
this account, and to defray out of the national of arguments founded upon a constructive appli- 
revenue the actual cost of erecting and maintaining || cation of that law to matters which are wholly 
the coast lights. || beyond the range of its enactments. 

*< If the coast lights of the United Kingdom had ‘The undersigned, &c., PALMERSTON.”’ 





been established upon the same principle, and if 
they had been erected and were maintained at the MR. LAWRENCE TO VISCOUNT PALMERSTON. 


public expense, and if they were managed and Unrrep Srares Legation, ? 

administered by a department of the State, it is 138 Piccadilly, Febrwary, 12, 1851. § 

possible that Her Majesty’s Government might ‘The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
think that it would be best for the general inter- | Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
ests of the nation that the system of the United America, has the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
States in regard to these matters should be adopted ofthe note of Viscount Palmerston, Her Britannic 
in this country, and that the commerce of the |, Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign 
United Kingdom should be relieved from the bur- | Affairs, of the 6th inst., in reply to the former 
den of light dues. note of the undersigned to Lord Palmerston on 

‘* But the British Government has not the | the subject of the imposition of light dues on the 
power to deal with this matter as it pleases; the || tonnage of the United States within the ports of 

various lights which are established round the || the United Kingdom, and will not fail to transmit 
coasts of the United Kingdom have been erected || a copy to his Government by the earliest oppor- 
and are maintained by various corporate bodies; | tunity. 

and those corporate bodies are entitled, by patents || _‘* The undersigned avails himself of this occa- 
and by acts of Parliament, to levy certain dues || sion to correct an error into which Her Majesty’s 
upon shipping, in order to raise the necessary in- Government seem to have fallen with reference to 
come for paying interest on the capital laid out in | the request made by the undersigned, on behalf of 
the construction of the lights, and for providing || the Government of the United States, on this sub- 
the means requisite for defraying the expense of | ject. 

maintaining those lights. ‘««The Government of the United States is not 

““Her Majesty’s Government have no right or || unaware of the difference between the system on 
power to order these corporate bodies to abstain || which coast lights are maintained in the United 
from levying these dues, and these dues could not || States and the system on which such lights are 
be made to cease, unless Parliament was to vote || maintained in the United Kingdom. On the con- 
such sums as would be necessary to buy up for |! trary, the undersigned alluded to that difference in 
the public interest which the private parties con- || the former communication he had the honor to 
cerned have in these lights; nor unless Parliament | make to Viscount Palmerston, with reference to 
were at the same time to authorize the Govern- || them. That fact does not, however, diminish the 
ment to abolish light dues for the future, and were || pressure of this tax upon the shipping of the 
to charge upon the public revenue the expense of | Jnited States. And while the undersigned dis- 
maintaining the lights. claims all intention of discussing the particular 

‘©The expediency of adopting such a course | mode by which the lights of the United Kingdom 
has, indeed, from time to time been suggested, but | are maintained, he still cherishes the hope that 
the question has not hitherto been considered with | there is nothing in that system to prevent the 
a view to any practical decision. changes for which his Government has asked. 

‘* Her Majesty’s Government, however, cannot ‘“*The Federal Government does not rest this 
admit that the difference which exists between the || request on the provisions of the convention of 
system which prevails in the United States, and || 1815. Lord Palmerston justly says, that * it is no 
that which exists in Great Britain, in regard to || ‘ part of the engagements of that treaty, that the 
coast lights, has the effect of infringing upon that || ‘internal system and local arrangements of the 
srinciple of commercial reciprocity between Great || ‘two countries upon commercial matters shall be 
Britain and the United States, which forms the | ‘ the same.’ 
basis of the treaty cf 1815. Itis no part of the || ‘* Neither does it seek to view the present navi- 


engagements of that treaty, that the internal sys- | gation law of the United Kingdom as liberating | 


tem and local arrangements of the two countries, | the commerce of the United States from the tax. 
upon commercial matters, shall be the same. But | Were that the case, there would have been no oc- 
the principle distinctly laid down in the second || casion to instruct the undersigned to make the 
paragraph of the first article of the treaty of 1815 || communication of the 3]st of December last. 
is, that the vessels of each country shall, in the ‘* The Federal Government rests this request 
ports of the other, be treated, in regard to duties || solely on the fact that the commerce of Great 
and charges, in the same manner and on the same || Britain enjoys, without charge, the lights, bea- 
footing as national vessels; and this stipulation is || cons, and buoys, maintained by the United States 
strictly observed in regard to the light dues which || on a coast several thousand safles in extent; while 
are levied upon American vessels in British ports, || the commerce of the United States is heavily taxed 
for no other or higher light dues are levied in those || for the support of similar lights, beacons, and 
ports upon American vessels than are levied in || buoys, in the United Kingdom. In view of this 
those ports upon vessels belonging to the United |) fact, it asks Her Seta Government to meet 
Kingdom. the liberality of the United States with a recipro- 
‘* But if the British light dues cannot be deemed | cal liberality. And, as an additional reason for 
to be any infringement of the principle of recipro- || granting the request, it points to the present com- 
city which forms the basis of the treaty of 1815, || mercial policy of the two nations, founded pro- 
neither can they be considered as in any degree || fessedly on the principle of reciprocity; and it 


conflicting with the liberal principle upon which || invites Her Majesty’s Goveroment to extend the | 
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principle still further, and treat the commerce of 
the United States as liberally as the United States 
treat the commerce of the United Kingdom. 

** The undersigned trusts that no question will 
arise in regard to any supposed incompleteness in 
the mutual application of that principle of recipro- 
city in matters of navigation, contained in the 
act 12 and 13 Vic., c. 299, to render necessary the 
discussion for which Viscount Palmerston ex- 
presses the readiness of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment. 

‘* The undersigned has great pleasure in learn- 
ing that the expediency of adopting such a course 
as that of the United States has been, from time 
to time, suggested, and renews the « xpression of 
the hope that Her Majesty’s Government may 
devise some way to remov e or to lichten this bur- 
den, which now falls so heavily on the commerce 
of the United States. The undersigned, &c., 

‘* ABBOTT LAWRENCE.” 


VISCOUNT PALMERSTON TO MR. LAWRENCE. 


‘* Foreign Orrice, February 14, 1851. 

“The undersigned, &c., has the honor to in- 
form Mr. Lawrence, &c., that he has received, 
and has referred to the proper department of Her 
Majesty’s Government, the note which Mr. Law- 
rence addressed to the undersigned, on the 12th 
instant, relative to the light dues which are levied 
on American shipping in the ports of the United 
Kingdom. The undersigned, &c., 

‘* PALMERSTON.” 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I agree with the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Evans] in some 
of his views. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that by the language of the rule he 
must oppose the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Chair will excuse me. I 
understand that point perfectly well, but it does 
not follow that, agreeing with much that the gea- 
tleman has said, | approve of his amendment; for 
there may be other reasons which he has not 
stated that will show the impropriety of his amend- 
ment, although all he has stated may be true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. BAYLY. I therefore say, sir, I agree in 
most that the gentleman from Maryland has said, 
but I desire to call his attention to a point, upon 
which, I confess, ] am not prepared to give a de- 
finitive opinion to this committee, because the 
proposition has been sprung upon the House, and 
without notice to me. It has only struck me at 
the moment. 1 desire to know of the gent!eman 
to what extent his amendment will interfere with 
our treaties with Great Britain, and whether his 
attention has been directed to that point? My 
impression is that it will conflict with them. 

Mr. EVANS. Lord Palmerston, in this corre- 
spondence, says expressly that it will not. Hesays 
it has no connection with it. : 

Mr. BAYLY. By our treaty relations with 
Great Britain, she is put upon the footing of the 


most favored nations, and we have acreed that we 
will impose no higher or other charges upon her 
vessels than we impose upon ourown. Now, this 


amendment provides that we are to levy and col- 
lect light-house duties from those nations which 
collect them from us, and none others; and it pro- 
poses to impose charges on British vessels which 
we do notimpose upon our own. I doubt whether 
such a provision as that ts precisely in accordance 
with our treaties. But granting that the object 
aimed at is proper, and I[ have long thought that it 
was a proper mode of supporting the light house 
system, yet 1 do doubt exceedingly whether this 
committee ought to pass it before “we have more 
time to look into the facts relating to this subject. 
| approve of the object, but unless the gentleman 
is informed upon the point I have suggested, | am 
opposed to its adoption. They ought to be looked 
into. 

Mr. EVANS. I will merely state that it only 
puts her upon the footing of the most favored 
nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Further debate is not in 

| order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I propose an 
amendment to the effect that the duties shall be 

| the same as those levied in Great Britain. 

Mr. EVANS. That is there now. 

Mr. STANTON. It differs from the proposi- 
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tion of the gentleman in this: he proposes that 
the vessels of each nation shall be charged the 
same light-house duties which American vessels 
are charged upon its coast. The objection stated 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] has 
validity. Great Britain might justly complain 
that she was not placed upon a footing with the 
most favored nations; but if we pass a general 
law fixing a light-house duty applicable to all ves- 
sels of all nations, there could be no complaint, 
and the objection of the gentleman from Virginia 
vanishes. But so long as Great Britain might 
have that ground of complaint, the gentleman’s ar- 
gument would be correct. I propose this amend- 
mentsimply as a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Maryland, {Mr. Evans.] J agree in all that he 
has said, except in that particular part of his prop- 
osition which makes different charges upon ves- 
sels of different nations, of which, according to 
our treaties with Great Britain, she might justly 
complain. 

Mr. WALSH. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
This is a matter which it seems to me at this time 
we should not give our attention to atall. The 
facts alluded to ought to be ascertained by a com- 
mittee of this House. We ought to see what 
Governments levy these light duties against us, 
and the matter should be looked into under the 
direction of Congress, if it be possible, and the 
President should not be left to find out all these facts 
for himself. The true jurisdiction is here, sir. I 
am against the amendment for another reason. 
I am opposed to it upon the grounds which have 
been mentioned by my honorable colleague and 
friend, [Mr. Evans.] I am opposed to this sys- 
tem of pouting. Ido not want to say to Great 
Britain that because she has interfered with our fish- 
eries upon the north, we will pout at her by levy- 
ing these duties. IL understand that if we say that 
to them we have received sufficient satisfaction for 
all she has done in this matter. I trust that at 
this time this committee will do no such thing. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I suggest to 
the gentleman that the motive for this proposition 
is the duty charged by Great Britain for her light- 
houses and not the fisheries. 

Mr. WALSH. I understand thatis the ground, 
but it will seem otherwise if we adopt the amend- 
ment, because her vessels are now upon our coast. 
I do not mean to say that is the motive, but the 
honorable gentleman says that she cannot com- 
lain of it because she has done this injury to us. 

hope she will be called to an account for that in- 
jury in another way. 

Mr. STANTON. Sodol. 

Mr. WALSH. [hope we will not pass the 
amendment at this time, for the world will say 
that we have done it like a child in a passion. I 
trust that is not the motive. I hope Great Britain 
by this time is aware that she has to make satis- 
faction in a different way; and before any nego- 
tiation is entered into, thas the Government and 
Executive may uoderstand the matter. 

Mr.STANTON., This subject was under con- 
sideration by the Ministers of the respective Gov- 
ernments before this fishing difficulty occurred. 

Mr. WALSH. I understand, in addition to 
that, that my honorable friend complains of the 
manner in which the British Minister has treated 
ours as an additional reason. Let us see all of 
these things. Let us see the correspondence. Let 
us see how he has been treated. 
stand what light duties Great Britain levies upon 
our citizens trading there. 
light duties are levied by France and other Gov- 
ernments upon them. Letus have a system; and 
let Congress take it under its jurisdiction, instead 
of leaving it to the President to ascertain all of 
these facts. Let us not doit now. Iam one of 
those men, Whig as I am, who trust that the 
Secretary of State is not at this time carrying on 
any negotiation. If he is carrying on negotiation 
in the face of the British fleet off our northern 
coast, he ought not to be kept in his office. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I should like, if it 
be in order, to ask the gentleman a question. 

A Memeser. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made the 
gentleman cannot proceed. 

The question was then put upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Stanron, of Tennessee; and it was 
not agreed to. 





Mr. FULLER. For the purpose of making an | 


Let us under- | 


Let us ascertain what | 


inquiry, I move to strike out the word ‘ Presi- | 


dent’’ from the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland,.so that it will read: ‘* There be and 
hereby is,’?&c. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, who introduced this resolu- 
tion, Whether the British Government discrimin- 


ates and levies light-house dutics upon our com- | 


merce and our navigation which she does not upon 
herown? 

Mr. EVANS. No, sir. 

Mr. FULLER. Then_I would ask if there 
would not bea difficulty on the part of our Gov- 
ernment discriminating by levying a duty upon 
their shipping and not upon our own? 

Mr. EVANS. No,sir. Theduty on our ship- 
ing is levied by the generalappropriation from the 
lreasury. They levy a special tax upon our 
commerce. If the amendment be adopted, their 
shipping in our port will only be put upon the 
same footing that ours is in their ports, 

Mr. BROOKS, 
of this amendment, but | agree with the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayziy}—at least it is my 
present impression—that it is inconsistent with 


1 am in favor of the principle | 


the treaty of commerce we have with Great Brit- | 


ain of 18)5. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 


gentleman from Maine is the only one now under | 


consideration, 

Mr. BROOKS, I propose to speak against the 
adoption of the amendment for the levying of this 
light duty. By thetreaty of 1815, and reciprocal 
laws in pursuance of this and other treaties, Great 
Britain is placed upon the footing of the most fa- 
vored nations. If, therefore, we attempt to carry 
the proposition out, discriminating against Brit- 
ish vessels, we will not only have to levy a duty 
upon England, but alike duty upon all other for- 
eign nations, and also alike duty upon our own 
In order to carry out the principles of 
the treaty of 1815, and our reciprocal navigation 
acts, listrikes me justnow that we shall be obliged to 
levy alike duty not only upon all other European 
nations, but upon all American vessels, because 
the duties must be uniform. A British ship now 
has the right to come into an American port sub- 
ject exactly to the same duties as an American 
vessel. Nevertheless, if the principle proposed can, 
it ought to be carried out. Great Britain deserves 
that retaliation from us, for the wrong she inflicts 
upon our people in her light taxes exacted by the 
Trinity Board, is a great one; but itis a wrong 
that is inflicted upon herself, and upon all other 
nations of the earth, as well as the United States 
of America. We cannot complain of it as un- 
equal, or as discriminating. I shall certainly not 
resist with any ardor the adoption of this amend- 
ment in committee, and I do not know that any 
harm would arise in sending it to the Senate for 
their examination. 
less, that it is inconsistent with the treaty of 1815. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. As the gen- 
tleman’s time has not expired, I will make a sug- 
gestion. Our treaty with Great Britain, which 
requires that she shall be placed upon the footing 


comnierce. 


of the most favored nations, would not require, in | 


levying light-house duties, that we should levy 


My impression is, neverthe- | 


them upon our own citizens as well as those of 


other nations. 

Mr. BROOKS. Our treaty of commerce and 
navigation with Great Britain, and our reciprocal 
laws, provide that British vessels shall enter the 
ports of the United States upon the same terms 
and regulations, as to tonnage or other duties, as 
American vessels. A perfect reciprocity now ex- 
ists under our treaties and navigation acts, and 
such a reciprocity has existed since the British 
navigation act of June, 1850. Collecting light- 
house taxes, both of American and British ves- 


sels in British ports, is no violation of that reci- | 


procity, and my impression is we cannot retaliate, 


unless we levy the same duties both on British | 


and American vessels in American ports. 
Mr. FULLER, with the unanimous consent of 
the committee, then withdrew his amendment. 
Mr. MEADE. I submit the following proviso 


to the amendment of the gentleman from Mary- | 


land: 

Provided, That such duties shall not conflict with ex- 
isting treaties. 

I think there is a provision in our treaty with 
Great Britain, to the effect that her vessels shall 


enter the ports of the United States upon the terms | 


granted to other nations. I believe there are pro- 


\| dent to levy this light duty. 
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visions to that effect in nearly all of our treaties. 
If that be the case, we cannot discriminate so as 
to levy a tax upon the vessels of England, or of 
any other nation with whom thereissucha treaty, 


ject > 








unless that tax be a uniform one. Now, the tax 
Great Britain levies may be a uniform one. She may 
levy those duties upon every vessel entering her 
ports, and ifso, there is no discrimination againstthe 
United States. But if we pass this amendment, 
the President of the United States is required to 
levy these duties upon the vessels of such nations 
as levy similar duties upon our vessels. Now, 
sir, if we tax the vessels of Great Britain and 
France, or any other nation with which we have 
such a treaty as I have described, it would be a 
discriminating duty upon the vessels of such a 
nation, which would not be entering our ports 
upon terms as favorable as those granted to other 
nations. 

Mr. EVANS. 
amendment. 

Mr. MEADE. Then I have only another 
word tosay. It is very evident that this is an 
important step taken in the commercial regula- 
tions of the country, and I am opposed to doing 
so without having maturely considered the sub- 
It has been sprung upon this House, and 
the remarks which have already fallen from gen- 
tlemen in committee, show that this is a question 
we ought to consider maturely before we adopt it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. When the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland was 
first read, 1 must say that I was favorably im- 
pressed with it, but the discussion which has en- 
sued has satisfied me that it would be improper to 
adopt that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment now un- 
der consideration is the one proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I suppose that the amend- 
ment, proposed by the gentleman from Virginia, 
being a proviso to it, will have the effect either to 
restrain or enlarge it, and that, therefore, the mer- 
its of the original proposition are, to a certain de- 
gree, under consideration. Now, I understand 
the gentleman from Maryland to say this matter 
has been the subject of negotiation, or at least of 
correspondence between the British Government 
and our Minister. That correspondence has not 
been laid before this House that | am aware of. 
For my part, it has not fallen under my observa- 
tion, and I am unprepared, at this time, to say 
whether we ought to adopt that amendment, bear- 
ing as it does upon our treaty stipulations with 
foreign nations—particularly with Great Britain. 
If the correspondence that has ensued admits the 
Prapoenyet which I understand the gentleman to 
uint, that if we pass these provisions we shall not 
infringe the treaty stipulations between us and 
Great Britain, then, sir, one impediment will be 
removed. 

Mr. EVANS. With the gentleman’s permis- 
sion, 1 will call the attention of the committee to 
one quotation. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I should like to have the 
whole correspondence read to the committee be- 
fore it is called to pass upon this proposition. If 
it cannot be, I hope they will vote against it. 

Mr. EVANS. I call attention to the following 
extract: 

“The Federal Government does not rest this request on 
the provisions of the convention of 1815.” 

Lord Palmerston justly says, that— 


‘<Itis no part of the engagements of that treaty, that the 
internal system and local arrangements of the two countries 
upon commercial matters shall be the same. ”’ 


I shall accept the gentleman’s 


In order to obviate objection, I am willing to 
accept the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Meape.] 

Mr. SEYMOUR. This is a general proposi- 
tion. It applies to all nations with which we have 
treaty stipulations, and I think, for one, it will be 
imprudent at this time to adopt so general a prop- 
osition without a thorough investigation by one of 
the committees of this House. I hope it will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. EVANS. I accept the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meape.} 

Mr. DEAN. I move to strike out the word 
‘« President.”? I do this merely for the reason, 
that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Futter] saw 
fit to withdraw it. I see no way in which you 
can execute this law, if you authorize the Presi- 
It strikes me that if 
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this system should be adopted, it should be adopt- 
ed by a special act. If the gentleman will look at 
his own amendiment, he will see that it can never 
be executed by the President. It makes a dis- 
crimination; and we have to find out what each 
Government does, and then the President must 
direct somebody to collect it for him. Itseems to 
me that this amendment can never be carried out, 
If the system is right, let it be presented in a bill, 
and then we will adopt it after discussion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I rise merely 
to state, that I am opposed to this amendment and 
the original amendment. ‘This is a very import- 
ant question, and the more it is discussed the 
more evidence we have of its importance. Our 
relations at the present time with Great Britain are 
very delicate. It is necessary that we should un- 
derstand this whole matter before we adopt the 
amendment or the principles of the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Evans.] I hope that the whole amendment will 
be voted down; and if this matter is to be acted 
upon, I hope that the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations will bring the subject before the House 
with all the evidence necessary to enlighten us in 
regard to the principle contained in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EVANS. I should like to say to the gen- 
tleman that this bill has to go to the Senate, before 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and that 
committee can consider it. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Dean’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Evans’s 
amendment. 

Mr. EVANS demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Evans, and Campsetuy of 
Illinois, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 64, noes 52. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The following clause of the bill was then read: 

“For supplying light houses, containing 3,272 lamps, 
with oil, tube-glasses, wicks, buff-skins, whiting, and cot- 
ton cloth, transportation, and other expenses on the same, 
and for repairing and keepingin repair the lighting appara- 
tus, $182,330 78 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I move to strike 
this section out. I make this motion for the pur- 
pose of calling the attention of the committee to the 
inequality in the appropriations from the National 
Treasury for the protection to internal and exter- 
nal commerce. 

It will be recollected, that in the river and har- 
bor bill, which passed this House a few days ago, 
about five sixths of the amount appropriated in 
that bill were appropriated to the protection of 
foreign commerce. 


This morning the House voted down a resolu- 


tion from one of the standing committees of the 
House, authorizing the engraving of maps of a 
survey for a canal round the Falls of the Ohio, 
which would have cost some $600 or $700. 

It is now proposed in the clause which I pro- 
pese,to strike out to appropriate $182,330 for 
keeping up the lights upon the Atlantic coasts. 


The whole amount appropriated for light-houses | 


is $429,905. There is also, in a subsequent part 
of this bill, an appropriation of $366,000 for the 
continuation of the coast survey; making an ag- 
gregate of $795,905 appropriated in this bill for 
the protection of foreign commerce. I presume it 
is true that the condition of the Treasury will not 
warrant the appropriation of os large sums as could 
be profitably expended in the protection of the in- 
ternal commerce of the country. But I shall 
always insist that such appropriations as are made 
shall be distributed with some sort of equality to 
the different sections of the country, according to 
the wants and necessities of commerce, whether 
domestic or foreign. The pressing necessities for 
appropriations for the western rivers cannot be 
denied; yet they are steadily and constantly re- 
fused. And, while I admit the necessity for these 
light-house appropriations, yet I would refuse 
them, until gentlemen should make some reason- 
able appropriations for western rivers. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman is forgetting 
altogether, in the course of his remarks, that the 
whole lake coast, from the St. Lawrence border, 
belonging to us, the coast of Lake Ontario, of Lake 
Erie, of Lake Michigan, Lake Huron, Lake Su- 


perior, all the upper lakes, the Mississippi river, |. 
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and the whole lake coast of Ohio, is lighted, as 
well as the Atlantic coast. 
Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
houses upon the Mississippi. 
Mr. BROOKS. If it be in order, I should like 
to show the gentleman that, instead of throwing 
his obstruction in the way of ippropriations upon 
the Auantic coast, he should direct his remarks to 
Ohio, Indiana, and Ilinois, and convert the people 
there as to their policy in improvements. Large 
masses of people there are against him, and he 


There are no light- 


| should correct them before he assails us. The 


difficulty lies in the gentleman’s own neighbor- 
hood. Hence, these remarks against the Atlantic 
States are uncalled for and unnecessary; but they 
are frequently made without any parucular pur- 
pose or any particular direction. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to reduce 
the sum $50,000. 1 agree in the remarks of my 
colleague as to the propriety of making these ap- 
propriations upon some basis that will be equal. 
A very simple proposition was made this morning 
in regard to a very important improvement—— 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is that debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair rules that any 
discussion of a proposition pending in the House 
this morning is not in order, and the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. CAMPBELL] must confine his re- 
marks to the amendment which he has submitted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I desire to say that 
I see no reason why this enormous amount of 
money should be appropriated to the light-houses, 

when nothing is proposed to be done for the great 
commercial interests . the Mississippi valley. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooks} 
talks about the lighthouses upon the Ohio and 
Mississippi and the western waters; when, in 
fact, such a thing as a light-house upon any of 
those great rivers would be regarded as a great 
curiosity. When agentleman as intelligent as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooks} is pre- 
sumed to be, makes an assertion of that kind, it 
illustrates the character of legislation that we have 
here in relation to western interests, and the ex- 
tent of the information of members of the East as 
to our real condition. We ask as a matter of 
right, if you will give us nothing there to facilitate 
the great commercial interests of that region, that 
you shall reduce the amount of your taxes upon 
us for the purpose of keeping up your light-house 
system upon the sea-board and the northern lakes. 
I said the other day that there is and has been a 
combination here of the commercial interests of 
the sea-board and lakes, against the great valley 
of the Mississippi and the interior rivers of the 
country. 

Mr. MARTIN. 
houses ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We do not want light- 
houses. Take out the snags. But if you do not 
take out the snags give us ‘lights, that our steam- 
boats and other craft may steer by them in the 
dark hours of the night. We demand something 
to be done there, that humanlife and property 
may not be endangered. Until this is done, | will 
vote to strike out every dollar for light-houses in 
this and every other bill. I will do all I can to 
‘*shut off the gas”’ from the lights we have so long 
kept up for your benefit, unless you will give 
some just and substantial aid to remove impedi- 
ments to western navigation. 

It is the only way left by which we can suc- 
cessfully bring this House to oe appreciation 
of the vast interests of the West. I propose to 
strike out the present sum and insert $50,000. 
That is enough under the circumstances, and it is 
ten times as much as should be given until there 
is something done for the other interests of the 
interior, which have been so long and so shame- 
fully neglected. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I will say in oppo- 
sition to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, that even supposing everything he says is 
true, thisis not the proper piace to make the re- 
form that he proposes. Light- houses run through 
three bills. The light- house bill proper comes 
from the Committee on Commerce, and they au- 
thorize all of the new structures which are to be 
made. After they have been authorized by law, 
they then go into the Army appropriation bill, and 
whilst they are in course of construction they are 
under the charge of the War Department. But 
after they are finished, they then go into the civil 
and diplomatic bill, and the appropriations in this 


Where do you want light- 
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bill are only for Semone already established, 
and already existing. Now, | do not suppose 
that the gentleman, because he thinke justice is nut 


done to the West, wishes to leave without sup- 
nort, livght-houses that have actually 
structed, , 

A Member. Yes, he does. 

Mr. BAYLY. Very well; if he proposes that 
I have nothing more to say 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. We once had 
snag-boats on the Mississippi which you allowed 
to go down for want of appropriations. 

Mr. SMART. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Virginia, | will vecupy the re- 
mainder of his five minutes. The centleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Campseni 
houses located in Ohio 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I bee to correct the cen 
tleman. I did not say so at all. 
none on the Ohio river 

Mr.SMART. 1 will read from the Blue- Rook 
a list of light-houses in Ohio, that will show that 
the gentleman is mistaken if he says there are no 
lirht-houses in that State. F 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman is misren 
resenting me. I said there were no licht-houses 
on the Ohio and other western rivers I repent 
once more, I did not say there were none upon 
the lake shore. , ; 

Mr. SMART. 
gentleman, but—— 
~ [Cries of * Order! j 

The CHAIRMAN. The five minutes of the 
gentleman from Virginia have expired. 

Mr. SMART. ‘Then | move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘* $50,000,” and in 
serting ** $40,000" in lieu thereof, 

I will say, without any reference to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campne.z,) 
that upon examining the Blue-Book, L find a list 
of light-houses in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I must correct the gentle- 
man again. In re ply to the gentleman from New 
York, {Mr. sROOKS, who stated that there were 
hght-houses on the Missouri and Mississippi 
rivers, | expressly said there were no lizht-houses 
on the western rivers. 

Mr. SM ART. Without reference to the aeser- 
tion of the gentleman, I suppose it is still compe 
tent for me to show how many light-houses there 
are in the State of Ohio, and that is what I intend 
todo. If the gentleman wil] permit me, 1 will 
read from the Blue-Book the list of light-houses in 
that State. It is as follows: 

Grand river and beacon; Cleveland and beacon; 
Conneaut river beacon; Ashtabula beacon; Black 
river beacon; Turtle Island; Sandusky; Port Clin- 
ton; Huron river beacon; Cedar Point beacon 
Western Sister Island: Vermillion beacon. 

Mr. Chairman, these are all light-houses in 
Ohio, and | want to ask the gentleman if he wishes 
any more. If he does, let him make his applica 
tion to the Committee on Commerce,and the wants 
of his section will doubtless be considered. 

I should like to know if he wishes to put out 
every light on the coast of the United States? I 
ask him whether these light-houses are not re- 
motely for the benefit even of his section of the 
country? I wish to know how the gentleman 
could get his products to the European market, if 
all the lights were blown out from one end of the 
coast to the other? I do not think that is a very 
statesmanlike proposition, come from what quar- 
teritmay. It strikes methatitis not. 1 find that 
there are twelve light-houses in the State of Ohio 
and I think that under the circumstances, consid- 

ering that there is very little coast in Ohio, that 
will do very well. The gentleman need not be 
quite so squeamish about this appropnation for 
light-houses. It seems to me, that it would bea 
very remarkable thing if the American Congress 
were to blow out the lights on the whole coast, 
from Maine to Florida—‘‘shut off the gas.’’ That 
is the proposition of the gentleman, as I under- 
stand it. It is suggested to me by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bavtyr,] that they have more 
light-houses in Ohio in proportion to ‘their extent 
of coast than we have in Maine. Sach, sir, is the 
fact. The coast of Maine isa very long one. It 
has a shore line of 1,355 miles. . 

Mr. GIDDINGS said: | am opposed to the 
amendment to the amendment. But I rise to en- 
ter my protest against the ideas advanced by my 
colleague, (Mr. Camrsett.] Sir, I have sat here 


been con- 


|} suys that there are no light- 


I said there were 


I may have misunderstood the 


39 
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during the discussion on the harbor and river bill, 
and heard myself and my colleagues of the lake- 
shore assailed, as having entered into a combina- 
tion with the gentlemen from the sea-coast in order 
to procure appropriations for the lakes and sea- 
board while we neglected the western rivers. 
Now, sir, | desire to know on what my colleague 
has based this unfounded assertion. 

{Cries of ** Order !”’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
me tc explain? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Not now, for I have only 
five minutes. My colleague may have ten min- 
utes afterwards, if he can getit. [Laughter.] I 
believe my colleague supports the present Admin- 
istration-—- 

{Loud cries of ** Order !”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
must confine his remarks to the amendment which 
he 1s opposing. 

Mr.GIDOINGS. Lintend to do it most strictly. 
1 now say that the proper bureau has all the in- 
telligence upon this subject which can be procured ; 
and the head of that bureau tells us where these 
appropriations for light-houses on the lakes and 
sea-board, and for the removal of snags, and so 
forth, on the rivers are necessary. Now, let me 
say to the country, that every dollar recommended 
by the present Executive for the improvement of 
western rivers has been embraced in the bill which 
we have passed for that purpose; and the wrath and 


Will my colleague allow 


denunciation of my colleagues have been poured | 


out upon gentlemen here, because we did not go 
beyond the proper bureau, and take upon our- 
selves the province of declaring appropriations 


necessary and important, where the Executive has | 


not done it, and where we had no knowledge that 
they were necessary. Sir, I feel a little upon this 
subject. 1 have confidence in the bureau thathas 
this matter in charge, and when they tell us what 
is necessary, | believe them, for they have the 
means of knowing better than my colleague or my- 
self, or other gentlemen. 

Now, in regard to light houses. My colleague 
wants to put out the lights on the lake shore. Sir, 
will he stand up here and say that he is opposed to 
this appropriation to light the tempest-tossed mar- 
iners on our lakes? Will he say to his constitu- 
ents, and to the people of Ohio, that those lights 
should be extinguished, and that the sailors upon 
our lakes shall wander in the darkness and storms, 
liable to be cast upon our iron-bound shores for 
wantof lights? No, sir. I understand this mat- 
ter. lL understand these denunciations. I under- 
stand this charge of conspiracy. 
tered into any such combination? 
colleague will pointthem out. I undertake to say 
that there has been no such thing as the gentleman 
has imputed to us dreamed of. No man ever 
thought of it. I have voted for every appropria- 


tion for harbors and for rivers that has been rec- | 


ommended by the proper bureau and reported to 
this House. The Committee on Commerce cut 
down the appropriations recommended by the De- 
partment for harbors on our lakes, but not so with 
the rivers. My own district has been denied the 


amount recommended by the Administration, but | 


not so with my colleague’s district and the other 
districts upon the river, 
ommended by the Department was given them. 


Yet with the full amount proposed by the Topo- 
graphical Bureau, while the lakes are not allowed | 


the sums recommended, gentlemen on the river 
turn round and charge us with opposition to their 
interests. Sir, in every bill that has come before 


us for fifteen years, | have voted every dollar to the | 
rivers which has been recommended by the Ad- | 
ministration, and I advise gentlemen to be more | 


cautious in making charges so utterly unfounded. 
There can be no grounds for misapprehension. 
The recommendation of the Department has been 
before us during the whole session. I merely state 
this, in order that the country shall understand 
that there is no foundation for the imputation 
which my colleague has been making an 
ating during the discussion of the harbor bill, and 
has repeated here to-day. 

Mr. SMART. 1 will now withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Campsery’s 
amendment, and being put, it was decided in the 
negative. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Who have en- || 
I hope my | 


| terests. 


There, every cent rec- | 


| of the West. 
reiter- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I propose to re- || 


duce the amount of the appropriation to $75,000. 
I desire to say tomy honorable colleague trom the 
lake shore, [Mr. Gippines,} that although I may 
not be able to prove specifically, combinations, I 
can refer generally to the votes and to the actions 
of gentlemen representing those sections, for the 


purpose of showing that there has been strange | 


unanimity of action between the sea-board and 
the lakes, in voting down all propositions to im- 
prove the rivers of the interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
fine his remarks to the subject-matter of his amend- 
ment, 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Ionly desire the same lat- 
itude that was allowed to my colleague. Now, it 
is a little remarkable that my colleague, (whose 


| feelings and votes are never sectional, we all know,) 


if he looks to all the great interests of this coun- 
try, should have voted as he did this morning, 
against a simple proposition to print, upon the 
plates already provided, the maps designed to im- 


August 4, 
Mr. CARTTER. I understand my colleague 
to be opposed to light-houses upon the lakes be- 
cause there are no light-houses upon the Ohio 
river. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at all; I am opposed 
to appropriating money for the purpose of build- 
ing light-houses upon the lakes until a bill has 
been passed to take the snags out of the Ohio and 


Mississippi rivers. 
Mr. CARTTER. Well, under the most favor- 


able aspect of the question, [ understand the atti- 


The gentleman must con- || 


part to this House and to the country the most | 


reliable information in regard to an improvement 
of great interest to the entire West, at the Falls 
of the Ohio; still he is ready always to vote any 


amount of money for anything upon the lake | 


shore, which he immediately represents. Now, 
sir, my constituents are interested about as much 


in the trade of the lakes as they are in the trade | 


of the western rivers. The people of my district 
trade both with the North and South. I come 
here to legislate for the whole country—for the 


'| lake shore, for the sea-board,and for the great 


rivers of the West, and I ask—as I have a right to 
ask—on behalf of my constituents, and of other 


| sections whose people bear their share of these 


expenditures, and whose interests have long been 


neglected here, that there shall be something like 


equality now and in the future. 


The question has been propounded to me by 


my colleague, whether [ would shut off the light 
from the light-houses on the lakes, and let the lives 
of the sailors on those lakes be endangered for the 
want of such lights? I say in reply to my honor- 
able colleague, that the lives of the sailors and flat- 
boatmen on the Ohio, and other inland rivers, are 
as dear to me as the lives of his constituents on 
the lakes, and I shall stand here to protect the 


rights and interests of those who navigate those | 


dangerous waters, as well as the lives and inter- 
ests of those upon the lakes. And, sir, until gen- 
tlemen come here prepared to extend to them the 
arm of protection against the dangers of those 
waters, my you shall not take money out of the 


, Commerce, and against which [ enter m 


Treasury, in which they have a common right | 


with you, for the purpose of protecting other in- 
Let all stand upon terms of equality. If 


you protect the lives of your sailors upon the | 


lakes, and the interests upon your sea-board, I de- 
mand of you, as the representatives of the Ameri- 
can people, that you shall give equal protection to 
the eae and property of the people of the great 


| West. 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Smart] speaks 


| of the number of light-houses upon the lakes. He 


lation here to the great neglect of the interests of 
the navigable rivers, Sir, I stand here to-day to 
oppose the continuance of this unequal and op- 
pressive system of taking the money from the 


tude of my colleague to be that the frontier and 
sea-coast of this Republic are to be kept in mid- 
night darkness hereafter, because there are no light- 
houses upon the Ohio river. 

Now, in reference to this conspiracy, which my 
colleague talks about, between the lakes and the 
Atlantic, I want to say a word. I am in favor of 
that conspiracy. It is a conspiracy in necessity— 
a conspiracy in nature, and that description of 
conspiracy which is authorized by the defenses of 
the Republic and her maritime interests; and the 
idea of checkmating it by talking about light- 
houses upon the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, is 
one unworthy the position of a statesman; for 
anybody who knows anything about these rivers, 
knows that all this talk about building light-houses 
upon them is a fiction. They sail upon these 
rivers within half a mile of each shore, with head- 
lands and land-marks within view of the pilot at 
all times when you can make a passage in the 
channel, as anybody who knows anything about 
these rivers knows. Yet my colleague, in his effer- 
vescence for the interest of the rivers, endeavors 
to elevate them to the position of the high seas. 
Now, | protest against the whole of this; and if 
my colleague sees fit to give it the character of a 
conpiracy, I say that there should be a conspiracy 
between the lakes and the Atlantic coast; for there 
is nothing distinguishable between the perils of 
the navigation of either. 

I protested against the connection of the subject 
of rivers with the lakes and the Atlantic coast, as 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce will 
bear me witness, in the early part of the session. 
There is no natural alliance between them. Your 
high seas require national protection for the na- 
tional defense, and this joining them with the 
rivers is an adulterous connection, which never 
ought to have been formed in the Committee on 
most 
solemn protest. If you have any national object 
for improvement upon your rivers, make your 
improvements, and make them upon their own 
merits; but do not attempt to harness down the 
winds and the waves upon your high seas to the 
narrow channels of your rivers. Do not attempt 
to involve your national highways for the national 
defense with the mere question of commercial con- 
venience. It is an adulterous connection which 


never ought to be maintained. 


The question now being upon Mr. Campse.v’s 
amendment, it was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 


Mr. GOODENOW. I move that the commit- 


| tee do now rise. 
makes no point on me in that way, because these || 
light-houses are on the lakes, and the ground of || 
my complaint was, that the interests of the lakes | 
and sea-board were alone protected by our legis- | 


The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, moved, pro forma, to 
strike out the 544th and 545th lines. 

Mr. S. said: I offer that amendment merely for 


| the purpose of enabling me to make a remark in 


_reply to my colleague. 


pockets of the people of one section, and expend- | 
ing it for the advantage and benefit of other sec- | 


tions of this Union. 
Mr. SMART. 


of country, or the valley of the Mississippi? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I donot represent any dis- 


vailing sentiments of all classes and all portions 
of the country; and I therefore denounce this in- 


equality in your appropriations. 
Mr. CARTTER. [| am ready to acquiesce in 


I ask the gentleman if he claims 
that any injustice has been done him or his section | 


forcement of the rule. 


My colleague from the 
Ashtabula district [Mr. Gippines] wanted to 
know what evidence there was of a combination 
between the lakes and the sea-board ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I must insist upon the en- 
It seems to me that we are 
not carrying on a legitimate discussion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
must confine his remarks to showing reasons why 


|, this amendment should be adopted. 
trict upon this subject, but I speak now the pre- | 


a _ for all the improvements estimated for. 
I represent, and desire to protect, | 
| alike the interests of all classes and all sections 


any reasonable humbug for the benefit of the West, | 
{laughter,] any plausible humbug; but when you || 


come to talk about light-houses upon the Ohio 
river I am ready to fillibuster. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I presume the gentleman did 


|| not understand me as proposing any such thing. 


| 


Mr. STANTON. My colleague said he voted 
I wish to 
correct him in this particular. 
Cries of ‘‘ Order!” ‘* Order !’’] 
here is an estimate from the proper Depart- 
ment for a canal around the Falls of the Ohio at 
Louisville. He voted against that. 
Cries of ‘** Order!’’] 
he CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
is not in order. 
Mr. STANTON. I amas much soas my col- 
leagues were in the questions which they dis- 
cussed, 
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Mr. GIDDINGS. I want to correct my col- | $1,000 in addition to the sum at present provided 
league, for I know he would not willingly misrep- || for. I do this as a matter of duty to the country, 
resent me. I said nothing about estimates; | said || without solicitation from that officer. He has 
recommendations. || often under his care public money to the amount 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; recommenda- | of $6,000,000; and the salary which he now has 
tions. There has been a standing recommenda- | is entirely insufficient for the amount of responsi- 
tion for the enlargement of the canal around these |) bility incurred. 

Falls for years past. Here is a resolution offered A Member. What is the salary? 

from a committee this morning for an expenditure Mr. BROOKS. It is $4,500. It was with the 
of only four or six hundred dollars, ont: my col- | utmost difficulty that the President of the United 
league votes against it, as he votes against every | States could obtain a sub-treasurer when the old 
amendment of this kind. officer, Mr. Young, died; and a like difficulty will 

[Cries of ** Order!’’] occur under any party, whenever a change may 

The CHAIRMAN. ThegentlemanfromOhio | be made. it is of the highest importance that the 
is not in order. The Chair will be compelled to | large sum of money placed in the sub-treasury at 
enforce the rule, and confine all debate within its || New York should be sufficiently secured. ‘The 
legitimate sphere. security of the last sub-treasurer was $800,000; 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope my colleague will || but the Government were under the necessity of 
be allowed to proceed. I want to see him show | reducing the security from $800,000 to something 
this thing out. He says there is a combination. | like $400,000; and it was with great difficulty that 
Let him go on and show it. a sub-treasurer could be obtained even then. I 

{Loud cries of ‘* Order!’’] throw out these facts to the country. It is easy 

Mr. STANTON. Well, I will only say that | enough to get persons who will take the office. I 
both my colleagues have been allowed to speak know a good many persons who would give a 
upon the question. I have been arraigned by them | great deal to have it—some as much as $100,000. 
upon it, and I insist that I ought to have the right | | have no doubt of that; but we want a competent 
to reply. person for the effice. We want a man of prop- 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ insist upon the enforce- | erty and a man of position; a man who, by the 
ment of the rule. force of his character, can secure great guarantees 

Mr. STANTON. Why did not the gentleman || from men of wealth. The security should be 
from Alabama insist upon the enforcement of the || $800,000, and in order to secure such an officer, 
rule, in reference to my colleague? the salary should be increased $1,000. _ 

[Cries of ** Order!’ ** Order !’’] Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to know if the offi- 

The question was taken upon Mr. Sranron’s || cer has threatened to resign? ; 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. Mr. BROOKS. I know the gentleman did de- 

The following section was then read by the || cline after the office was given him. He would 
Clerk: not occupy it; and it was from the solicitation of 

“For salaries of three hundred and twenty-one light- || friends and the impossibility of getting another 
house keepers and twenty four assistants, (twenty-four of || person of the property and character to come for- 
them charged with double lights, and two with triple lights, ) ward and rive this large security that he was in- 
and including $1,200 for salary of an inspector of lights on duced to accept the office. In order to obtain 


he upper lakes, &136,783 33.” : . 
; i ne B AYLY a Vircini © aha k this officer, therefore, it was necessary to reduce the 
Mr. Bi ge a wish to KNOW || amount of the security nearly one half. 


° : ; inti 6 ine oe . 
what is meant in that appropriation, by an ‘in The question was then put, and the amendment 


. ; a's ‘ 
spector of lights: The law makes collectors ex was not agreed to. 
I move that the committee rise, and 


officio inspectors of lights. um Mr. ORR. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark, iain thas . died whee. 
that the appropriation is for the salary of an in- Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Meape, and 
Fuiier of Maine, were appointed. 


spector of lights upon the upper lakes. 
Mr. BAYLY. I am aware of that, but as I The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 62, noes 25. 


understand it, there is no such officer recognized. 
The collector is ex officio inspector of lights. Thecommitteeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having recumed the chair, the chairman of the 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move 
committee reported that the Committee of the 


an amendment? 
Mr. BAYLY. Yes, sir. I move to strike out || Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
| to order, had the state of the Union generally un- 


the appropriation. 
Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will ex- der consideration, and partcularly House bill No. 
196, making appropriations for the civil and dip- 


amine, he will find that such appropriations have 
been made in the bills that have passed the two || jomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
or three last Congresses, and that it is made in ending June 30th, 1853, and for other purposes, 
agg lg 1 only wited. Gio. minster' ex- | and had come to no conclusion thereon. 
plained. I know the collectors have been inspect- |, RESIGNATION OF MR. MARSHALL, OF KY. 
ors of lights, but Iam told by a gentleman on The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to an- 
my right that there is such an officer where there || nounce the resignation of Mr. Marsnatu, of 
is no collector. If such is the case, it is satisfac- || Kentucky, a member of this House. 
tory. I will now, with the consent of the com- The following letter of resignation was then 
mittee, withdraw my amendment. read: 

There was no objection, and the amendment House or RePReseNTATIVES, August 4, 1852. 
was withdrawn. Str: I have the honor to inform you that I have this day 


o : . resigned my seat as a member of the Thirty-second Con 
Mr. HOUSTON, under instructions of the | grees. 





Committee of Ways and Means, offered the fol- In parting with this body I tender to its members my sin- 
lowing amendment, to come in at the end of the | cere wish for their future prosperity and welfare. 
clause appropriating $12,000 for the expenses of | For yourself, sir, believe me truly, &e., SHALI 


coloring and numbering all the buoys, under the 
act of September 28, 1850, viz: 
For additional expenses incurred for fog-signals author- 
ized by the act of September 28, 1850, and for the applica- 5 . s a 
tion of horse-power to some of them, $1,000. tion which I believe to be one of privilege. I sup- 
Mr. H.said: That, the Secretary of the Treasury pose it is necessary for this House to request the 
states to the Committee of Ways and Means, is Speaker to communicate the fact of the resigna- 
in pursuance of a contract made under the law of | tion of Mr. Marsnaut to the Governor of the 
the last Congress. State of Kentucky. : 
The amendment was adopted. Mr. STANLY. Not this session. 
Mr. LOCKHART. I move that the commit- Mr. JONES. _ I think it should be done. 
tee do now rise. The SPEAKER. I understand the gentleman 
The motion was not agreed to—ayes 37, noes from Kentucky [Mr. Marsnatt] has already ad- 
not counted. dressed the Governor of Kentucky upon that sub- 


The following clause of the bill was read, | ject. 


Hon. Linn Boyn, Speaker House of Representatives. 


Mr. CLARK here obtained the floor. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 


viz: | Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a privileged motion. 
“ For salaries of the assistant treasurers of the United | | move the House do now adjourn. 

States, at New York, Boston, Charleston, and St. Louis, The SPEAKER. That is not in order while 

$11,500.” the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Crarx] has the 


Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend this clause, | floor. 
so as to give the assistant treasurer at New York || 


Mr. CLARK. I beg leave to call up a little bill | 
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from the Senate, which contains but one section, 
and which can be read in less than two minutes. 
It provides for the relinquishment by the United 
States of a small strip of land in the town of Bell- 
view, lowa, on the Mississippi river. That town 
needs it, and it does not contain over four or five 
acres. I ask the House to take it up. 

Mr. McCORKLE. I object. 

On motion by Mr. CARTTER, the House then 
adjourned until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


PETITIONS, Ke. 
The following petitions, memorials, kc., were presented 
under the rule, and reterred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. ALLEN, of Iilinois : The petition of James Dick 
ey, and many other citizens of Gallatin county, Illinois, 
asking Congress to establish a mail route trom Shawnee 
town, along the middle road Known as the Cypress road, to 
David Keaster’s, in said county. 

By Mr. BROWN, of New Jersey rhe petition of sun 
dry citizens of Morristown, New Jersey, for the passage of 
the bill introduced by Mr. SrTan ry, in aid of colonization, 
entitled ** An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas 
ury to deposit with the States the fourth installment of the 
deposits of the public money directed to be made by act of 
June 23, 1836,"’ 

By Mr. BOWNE: The memorial of Conklin Brosh and 
others, of Brooklyn, New York, for the passage of a law for 
the better protection of the lives of passengers in vessels 
and boats propelled by steam 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of D. 


Stewart Elliott and 65 others, citizens of Blaw county, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass the bill satro 


duced into the House of Representatives by the Hon. EB. 
STANLY, entitled ** An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to deposit with the several States, the fourth in 
stallment of the deposits of the public money directed to be 
made with such States, by the act approved Jane W, 1836."" 

By Mr. BRIGGS : The memorial of W. H. Frankhiu and 
others, for the passage of a law for the better protection of 
the lives of passengers on vessels propelied by steam. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, -ucust 5, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieton F, Morean. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, | move the 


suspension of the morning order of business, for 
the purpose of proceeding to the consideration of 
the President’s message, in relation to the North 
American fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HAMLIN resumed and concluded the 
speech which he commenced on Tuesday, of 
which a report will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Imoveto postpone the further 
consideration of this subject until to-morrow, for 
the purpose of taking up the Indian appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. SOULE. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator the expediency of postponing the consid- 
eration of this matter—upon which I shall proha- 
bly have something to say—tll some day next 
week, in order that in the mean time the commu- 
nications made to this body by the Department of 
State may be printed, that we may have posses- 
sion of them, and look into them and see what 
are their contents and their bearing. I would 
therefore suggest the further postponement of the 
consideration of this matter until Thursday next, 
as I understand that it wil] take that much time to 
have the communications printed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DAVIS. Whenever those papers are 
printed, I wish to suggest that there isa bundle of 
papers here which were communicated some time 
ago, connected with the subject, as | understand, 
which should also be printed. They were com- 
municated at a former session, and [ understand 
that they contain a great deal of information on 
this subject. Perhaps it would be as well to allow 
the whole subject to go to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and let them select such portions of the pa- 
pere on file as are important, that they may be 
printed with this communication. The papers to 
which I allude were never ordered to be printed, 
and if the gentleman will let the whole question 

| of printing he over until to-morrow, we might 
look into them. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have no objection to that. 
I have no particular interest in this question. My 
object was to get at the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. MASON. This matter engages, and prop- 
erly engages just now, the earnest attention of the 
American people. It is a matter apparently of 
some conflict in the present posture of affairs be- 
tween us and Great Britain, and I do not think a 
little matter of economy in spending more or less 
for the printing of the documents should be con- 
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sidered on such an occasion I submit, therefore, 


that it would be better to print all the documents. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should be glad to print them 
all if they are pertinent documents. There wasa 
file of them sent here ata former sessicn, and, | 
believe, though | have not had time to examine 
them, that they throw great light on this subject. 
I ceriainly wish that all the papers applicable to 
the subject should be printed, The papers to 
which | allude were upon the table of the Secre- 
tary the other day, and I should be very glad to 
have them go into the hands of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to be ordered to be printed, or 
such portions as the committee shouid see fit to 
select, in order that they may be printed along 
with this document. 

Mr. MASON. There must be some delay in 
looking over such a mass of documents by any 
committee or any Senator; and at the present 
atage of the business of the Senate l should think 
that was impracticable. I would suggest to the 
Senator to withdraw his objection, and let all the 
documents be printed. There is nothing involved 
in the printing but a little economy. 

Mr. DAVIS. DoT understand the Senator to 
wish to have these documents printed, together 
with the former file to which I refer? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MASON. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 accept that proposition. I 
move to postpone the further consideration of the 
message until Thursday next, and to print all the 
apers upon the subject. 

Mr. WELLER. All that have not been here- 
tofore printed. 

Mr. CASS. I coincide with the Senator from 
Virginia. ‘The cost of a few dollars more or less 
in printing these papers ought not to be consid- 
ered as a matter of great importance. We want 
to see the whole of the documents. If they re- 
main scattered among the documents of the last 
few years we cannot go and search for them. The 
whole of the papers ought to be given together to 
the Senate and to the public. 

The motion of Mr. Brieut was agreed to. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the daily hour of the meeting of the Sen- 
ate be eleven o’clock, a. m. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill from the 
House of Representatives ‘* making appropria- 
* tion for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
* year ending June 30th, 1853,”’ the question pend- 


‘ 


. 


ing being upon the fourth amendment of the Com- | 


mittee on Finance, which was to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: 


‘« Por the payment to the Shawnees of moneys due them | 


under and by virtue of the treaties of the 7th of November, 
1825, and &th of August, 1881, between the United States 
and the two divisions of said tribe of Indians, the same being 
the net balance reeeived into the Treasury for sale of their 
lands in Ohio, $66,246 23: Provided, however, That said 
tribe of Indians shall first express their assent that the pay- 
ment of the above sum shall be made equally to the whole 
tribe, rather than to either division thereof. ”’ 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. 1 move to amend the clause 
which the Committee on Finance propose to strike 
out, by striking out all after the word ‘‘provided,”’ 
and inserting: 

That the validity of their claim shall be first investigated 
by the Attorney General of the United States, according to 
the true intent and meaning of said treaties, and if in his 
opinion the same be just, then the said sam to be paid to the 
whole nation of Shawnees residing upon the Kansas, per 
capita, but upon the following conditions: First, that the 
said Shawnees shall by some valid act of the national an- 
thority, to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
agree to receive said money in common. Second, that they 
will hold in commen, as one nation, the lands assigned by 
the treaty of 1825. Third, that all claim of the Ohio Shaw- 
nees to the exclusive grant of 100,000 acres under the treaty 
of 1831, be forever released. 


The object of the amendment which I have of- 
fered, is simply to perfect the clause before the 
question is taken upon the motion to strike it out. 
The amendment which I have sent to the Chair 
neither affirms nor denies the justice or propriety, 
or validity, of the claim; but it proposes—as there 
is probably a valid claim on the part of the In- 


dians for the amount which is here proposed to || time together and enjoy our annuities in common. When || tua) 


be appropriated—that, as it is a litigated question 
which we have neither time nor opportunity to in- 
vestigate, we should refer it to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, with full and plenary powers, not only to in- 
vestigate the whole matter, but to act upon the 
provisions of the treaty of 1825, and that of 1831, 
which control the appropriation and govern the 
right. If, in such case, the Attorney General 
should be of opinion that their claim is a valid one, 
then the amendment regulates the disposition of 
the money in a manner different from that in 
which theappropriation now stands. It provides, 
first, that the two wings of the Shawnee tribe, who 
appear to have intentions somewhat hostile to 
each other, and interests somewhat conflicting, 
should agree to receive this amount per capita. It 
provides, also, that they should enjoy their lands 
upon the Kansas river in common; and it further 
provides that the 100,000 acres provided by the 
treaty of 1831, shall be released to the United 
States, and that no further claim shall be set up 
by these Indians in consequence. In other words, 
Mr. President, it provides for all the difficulties 
which seem to be involved in the present claim; 
so that if the appropriation should be made sub- 
ject to the decision of the Attorney General ac- 
cording to the true intent and meaning of the trea- 
ties of 1825 and 1831, then the amount of money 
is to be paid on the conditions the propriety of rec- 
ognizing which will be made to appear on the 
very face of the claim which they make. 

The explanation of this claim given by the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
{[Mr. Arcuison,] the other day, was so lucid and 
so correct, that it will excuse me from the neces- 
sity of going into a history of itagain. I do not 
propose to recapitulate the facts on which the claim 
is based. I have nothing to do with that now. 
The amendment, as I have said, neither affirms nor 
denies the validity of the claim. It provides, 
however, a mode of investigating its justice, which 
I think is preferable, and better calculated to enable 
us to arrive atthe truth than any mode as yet 
presented, at this late period of the session, and 
with our present lights. 

The reason why | offer the amendment is, that 
I think there is extreme plausibility in the claim, 
and it all depends upon one point, that is: whether 


the treaty of 1825 conflicts with the treaty of || 


1831, or whether the hundred thousand acres to be 


conferred on the Ohio Shawnees was an addi- | 


tional gratuity—something over and above the 
common right acquired by the treaty of 1825, 
made with the Missouri Shawnees. If the hun- 
| dred thousand acres were in lieu of the common 
right which they acquired by the treaty of 1825, 
then there is no claim; but if it was an additional 
right acquired by onetreaty, beyond what was ac- 
quired under the other, then there is a valid claim 
for the amount of compensation which they seek 
to recover from us. It seems to me to depend 
entirely on that question; and for the purpose of 


determining that question, | do not believe that we | 


now have the necessary lights; and that we would 


do well to throw the investigation during the re- | 


cess, on the Attorney General, who will have ac- 
| cess to all the files, and all the papers connected 
with this case. By this means, that unsolved 
| problem could be elucidated, and it would be 
| clearly comprehended whether the provision in 
the subsequent treaty was in fact one of the pre- 
visions of the first treaty, or whether it was an in- 
dependent gratuity. That appears to me to be 
the only question; and the amendment provides 
for its investigation. 

Mr. CASS. I feel some interest in this appli- 
cation, not only because | believe the claim to be 
a very equitable one, but in consequence of the 
personal relations that have subsisted between my- 
self and that band of Indians whose case is pre- 

| sented before us as applicants on this occasion. 


I have received a paper which | will ask the Sec- | 


retary of the Senate to read. 
The paper was read, as follows: 


3d August, 1852. 

Dear Str: We address you as an old friend of our na- 
tion upon our business now before the Senate, as we hear 
it said that the money for our land should not be paid until 
further investigation, because there is some doubt as to 

whether the Missouri or Ohio Shawnees are entitled to it. 
We are the delegates of our whole nation, and the author- 
ity under which we act was granted in general council with 
the consent of all our people of both parties, and with a 
perfect understanding that the money received for our lands 
| was to be divided amongst allofus. We have lived a long 
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the Ohio Shawnees settled on the Kansas river, the Mis- 
souri Shgwnees received no annuity whatever; but since 
our amalgamation, the annuity of the Ohio Shawnees has 
been shared by all of us in common. 

The undersigned represent both branches of the tribe, and 
they have never heard that any other members of either 
branch of the tribe bad authority to doso. They have heard 
that a paper was signed by a few of their people, Claiming that 
the money due for their land should be paid to the Missouri 
Shawnees. They have never seen this paper, but under- 
stand it was not the act of the tribe in council, and that it 
was not witnessed by any Government officer. They hope 
you will ask for it, and see what it is, and whether it is the 
act of the tribe. 

The clause in the Indian bill now pending in the Senate 
is just as the undersigned and their nation desired it. It 
proposes to pay the money to all our people, and we hope 
it will pass. We have all lived peaceably together, and if 
there is anybody trying to create a strife amongst us about 
this money, they are more our enemies than our friends. 

| We have been trying a great many years to close up 
this business, and to get our money from the Government, 
that we miglit improve our farms and educate our children. 

| We have had several deputations here upon this business, 
and it has cost our nation a great deal of time and money ; 
and all we ask now is, that just what money the United 
States has received for our land shall be paid us. 
Our nation thinks that we should have the money re- 
| ceived for our lands, because the Government cannot give 
| us a patent for the one hundred thousand acres they had 
promised us in the treaty of 1831. When our nation shall 
have given its receipt for the money now asked for, it will 
have no further claim onthe Government for the land ; and 
we cannot see what nore the Government wants. As the 
Government cannot give us the one hundred thousand 
acres, we have nothing under the treaty of 1831 to treat 
further about. This is a simple question, whether the Goy- 

| ernment, having the money for our lands, shall return it to 
us. 

We hope that you, as the old friend of our tribe whom 
we have looked up to, will explain this matter and see that 
justice is done us, 

We hear that the protest that we have alluded to above 
| was sent here by our friend Colonel Mitchell, of Missouri. 
We cannot think this is so, as all our other papers have 
come through his office as Superintendent of Indian affairs ; 
and if that paper had come through him, it would have been 
sent to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and we should 
have been told of it there. We think it must have been sent 
by somebody who had no authority to act for our nation. 
If it was handed in by any ‘‘ Colonel Mitchell,” it must 
| have been some other man, and not Colonel D. D. Mitchell, 
| superintendent of Indian affairs at St. Louis. 

We herewith inclose you a copy of the letter from our 
| agent, Major Mosely, dated March 4, 1852, which shows 
that all we have stated is true, and that when we were sent 
here, it was agreed by our whole nation that this money 
shall belong, when paid, to ** the entire Shawnee tribe.”’ 

Please return the inclosed letter to us, as it belongs to the 

| Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

| Very respectfully, your friends, 
| BLACKHOOFP, +4 

| JOSEPH PARKS, % 
| 
| 
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SAR-KEE-SE-MOE, 
SPY BUCK. * 
| Hon. Lewis Cass. 
Mr. ATCHISON. I wish to state that the Sen- 
| ator from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] introduced the 
remonstrance referred to in the communication 
which has been read, and which purported to be 
_from members of the Missouri Indians. It was 
| presented to the chairman of the Committee on 
| Indian Affairs in the House of Representatives by 
Colonel Mitchell, of Minnesota. It was reported 
as being Colonel Mitchell, of Missouri; but I re- 
member hearing the Senator from Virginia say 
distinetly, Colonel Mitchell, of Minnesota. That 
was correct. Colonel Mitchell, of Missouri, never 
presented such a paper. That explanation cor- 
rects the mistake. 

Mr. CASS. Accompanying this paper, I have 

| a letter from their agent, Major Moseley, but I will 
not detain the Senate in readingit. Major Moseley 
| states the favorable condition of the Indians, and 
speaks highly of them. 

Sir, | have had a good deal of official inter- 
course with these Shawnee Indians, and I know 
them well. The tribe is a very remarkable one 
among the aborigines in the United States. They 
are emigrants from the South, a kindred tribe to 
that of the Cherokees, and came a century and 
a half ago and established themselves on the Ohio 
river. They are remarkable for their bravery as 
well as for their intelligence, and have been so 
ever since we have had any acquaintance with 
them. Sir, Logan belonged to that tribe; he who 
/commanded or rather led the Indians at the battle 
‘at the mouth of the Kanhawa, and whose cele- 
|| brated speech has been so much commented upon 
| and admired by the public for its eloquence, and 
| which was given to the world by Mr. Jefferson. 
| Tecumseh also belonged to that tribe, a name 
| well known to the Senate and to the country. He 
was a remarkable man; and there have been two 
/ men in our Indian history who stand prominently 
};out upon the historic canvas, and have been ac- 
by the same motives—men who lived a 
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century apart. Atthe time the English conquered 
Canada, the Ottowa chief Pontiac exercised pro- 
digious influence over his countrymen. He was 
one of nature’s great men. He saw that the whites 
were determined to drive the Indians before them, 
and that they must finally disappear; he saw that 
the English were the predominante ivilized power; 
and his object was to unite various tribes into one 
confederacy, and with the aid of the French, op- 
pose their further progress. [t is a matter of his- 
tory, as we all know, that his plans were deeply 
laid. Hecontemple ated simultaneous attacks upon 
all the British posts in the northwest. The day 
was fixed, and the attack made. Michilimack- 
inac and St. Joseph’s were taken, and Detroit es- 
caped by a mere accident. He had to yield to 
the superior fortunes of the English. Tecumseh 

followed the same course with the same object. 
The English was, however, the power to which 
he looked for aid, fora new party had risen in 
the United States, equal to the English and the 
Indians. 

Tecumseh followed the same course. He was 
not atthe battle of Tippecanoe in 1811. If he 
had been there the feta might have been differ- 
ent. Perhaps his presence might have turned the 
fate of the day; such was the extent of his influ- 
ence. He was at that time in the South, among 
the Creeks, with the view of bringing them over 
to his measures. His object, as I have said, was 
to unite the Indian tribes into a general confeder- 
acy, something like the Achzan league in Greece, 
under the influence and power of England, with 
the view of stopping further encroachments, as 
he considered it, on the part of the United States. 

His brother, the prophet—a fanatical man, who 
had the command—exercised great influence over 
the Indians, who believed not so much in his su- 
perior intelligence as in his holding communication 
with the Great Spirit. In the war that followed, 
the partyof Tecumseh and of his brother, the 
prophet, went over to the British, while a large 
portion of the tribe remained attached to the United 
States. His brother was with the southern In- 
dians, inducing them to coéperate, and to second 
their efforts in chec king our progress, and prevent- 
ing our further enc roachment upon them. Hereis 
a speech made by Tecumseh to Proctor, andav ery 
extr aay one itis. I am not going to read it 
to the Senate, however. It is too “long for that; 
but allow me to say that in it he reproaches Proc- 
tor for his cowardice, and tells him that he is pre- 
paring to flee away—that he is fleeing before the 
Americans, while his duty is to ficht his own 
battles and those of the Indian, and not to run. 
He also shows that the efforts to induce the In- 
dians to enter into hostilities against the United 
States were made by direction of the British au- 
thorities. Of the truth of this there is no doubt. 

“My brother, the Prophet, is among the Creeks. They 









are doing what you directed when I visited them. The | 


war is prosperous. Our lives are in the keeping of the 
Great Spirit. You have plenty of arms and ammunition. 
Leave them with us if you must go. We are resolved to 
fight, and leave our bones on the lands that belong to us, if 
so the Great Spirit wills.”’ 

Well, the British army retreated; they lost the 
favorable opportunity which Tecumseh wished 
they should improve, by attacking us upon the 
debarkation, and he fell whilst contending for his 

olicy. 

If the Senate will pardon me—it is rather out of 
place, I know, but like a former experienced asso- 
ciate of ours, who is now no longer with us—I 
want to occupy ten minutes in ‘* vindicating the 
truth of history.”’ If T am a little garrulous, the 
Senate will kindly attribute it to my belonging to 
that category, which has a prescriptive right to 
tell old tales. 

There are two historical points which have been 
much debated on, about which I wish to say a few 
words; both are connected with Colonel Johnson 
and these Shawnees. The question has been often 
mooted as to who was the author of the movement 
by which the mounted regiment commenced the 
attack upon the British at the battle of the Thames. 

Probably I know as much upon that subject as 
any other man now living, and the facts are these: 
General Harrison had prescribed the order of 
battle, and promulgated it in the usual manner; 
that order directed that the army should move, 
infantry in front, with a portion of the force placed 
at right angles to the main body, to prevent the 
enemy from turning the flank. Thecavalry were 
to remain in the rear, to follow up all the move- 


ments of the infantry. 
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They were posted with 
the Thames on one flank and an almost impassable 
marsh on the other. Justas the arrangement was 
completed, I was sitting on my horse when Gen- 
eral Harrison rode up, and said to me, “ I have 
a great mind to change my orderof battle. I feel 

very strongly inclined to let ¢ ‘olonel Johnson’s 
regiment attack the British line first. I replied: 

‘** You have undoubtedly considered the difficul ity 
attending the charge; the mounted men are brave, 
but undisciplined, and their horses unused to ser- 

vice. If defeated, they may be upon our line, and 
do us irreparable injury.”’ His answer was: 
‘¢ Colonel Johnson says he can break the British 
line, and I willlethim try.’’ Well, the movement 
was made, and was successful; and never, from 
that day to this, have I had a doubt that Colonel 
Johnson proposed the movement to General Har- 
rison. 

One other point, and I am done. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did Colonel Johnson’s regi- 
ment charge the enemy with swords or rifles? 

Mr. CASS. The men were all on horseback, 
armed with rifles; few of them had swords; they 
rode down the British forces; broke their lines al- 
most withoutimpediment. I talked about it after- 
wards with some of the British captured officers, 
and having expressed my surprise at the little op- 
position the movement met with, asked why they 
allowed their lines to be broken, and their men to 
be rodedown? They replied that ‘* their men had 
become alarmed, for they had heard our bugles in 
the swamp on the left,’? where they supposed that 
we had a heavy force of 1 rerular cavi ilry. The 
bugles, Mr. President, were some old tin horns, 
and we had no force there at all. 

1 had some conversation on the subject the other 
day at Lexington with a very intelligent gentleman, 
Captain Johnson, a younger brother of Colonel 


| Johnson, who was there, and we compared notes, 


and agreed in our recollections. 

Now, as to the other historic but disputed point: 
Who killed Tecumseh? [(Laughter.| I will tell 
you what I know. Tecumseh fell in the battle, 
as we are all aware; but the following year the 


| Prophet, Tecumseh’s brother, and his son, young 


Tecumseh, a very intelligent young man, often 
came to see me, and we had several conversations 
respecting the series of events in which his father 
was engaged. The young man was near his 
father’s side in the battle, but hisuncle, the Prophet, 
was in the Creek country, upon the mission to 
which I have referred. The young man described 
the battle very graphically—the persons, the par- 
ties present, and the incidents, without hesitation, 
from the beginning to the end, and I have no more 
doubt, from his narration, than I have that I am 
here, that Colonel Johnson was the person who 
killed his father. ‘There were three of the John- 
sons in the battle, and they were as brave men as 
ever followed the standard of their country to 


| war. 


Now, with respect to this Shawnee claim, there 
is up in the gallery before us, watching our de- 
liberations, a white man, whose name is Parks. 
I have known him since 1814. When a boy, he 
was taken prisoner by the Indians, and was 
brought up among the W yandots and Shawnees; 
and a more reliable man, or one more faithful to 
the country, has not existed since the landing of 
the Pilgrims upon the Rock of Plymouth. The 

| Government, in 1814, were nec essarily driven to 
change the policy they adopted. They at first 
determined not to employ the Indians; but had 
they known them as well as the frontier settlers, 
they would not have attempted such a policy. 
The English Government called the Indians to- 
gether from every portion of their dominions, gave 
them immense quantities of ammunition, provis- 
ions, and clothing, and invited them to take up the 
tomahawk against the United States, and they did 
so. An Indian must sometimes go to war, and 
at all times he has a strong inclination to do so. 
It is a part of their education; and no young man 
stands well with his nation who has not imbrued 
his hands in blood. They hold great periodical 
assemblages and feasts, where the whole tribe is 
collected, and a post is erected. Every warrior 
comes tothat post, and strikes it, and sings his war- 
song, and recounts his feats of arms, and boasts 
of his prowess. If he has no deed of daring to tell; 
if he cannot relate his hair-breadth ’ scapes, and 
the number of scalps he has taken, he is no man. 


| He dare not tell a lie before his whole village; for | 


2077 


he would soon be covered with shame. Well, if 
he cannot take partin this cherished ceremony, 
this tried ceremony, and say ** I killed, or aided in 
killing such a man, and under such cire hidaniee 
and took his scalp,’’ he is no warrter; the very 
squaws would lauzh at him: and my fnend from 
Missouri |Mr. Arcutson] knows well how dis- 
agreeable such femate contempt must be. 

And therefore it was that during the late contest 

with England our Government was compelled to 
change its pol icy, and cor sequen ly, im 1814, Gen- 
eral Harrison and myself were appointed commis- 
sioners to invite the Indians to join us, as we had 
found, by dear experience, that if they were not 
with us, they would be against us We met them 
at Greenville, Ohio, where the largest number of 
Indians was collected together that I have ever 
seen, before or since. They took up the toma- 
hawk, with their own imposing ceremonies, and 
they generally remained faithful to us, and many 
of them rendered very efficient services to our 
cause. A party of the Shawnees accompanied me 
from the treaty ground to the northwestern fron 
tier, then in great peri! from the incursions of the 
hostile Indians, and in a defenseless condition, in 
consequence of our force having been ordered be- 
low to aid the operations upon the Niagara. They 
were ranging in the woods around Detroit, and 
we had an engagement with them within two miles 
of the town, and an inhabitant was killed in the 
town itself. It was under these circumetances, 
that Parks, then but a lad, and Blackhoof, the 
principal chief of the tribe, whose son is also in 
the gallery before me, with a party of thetr people, 
came to the rescue, and saved us perhaps from 
destruction. They crossed into Canada, and were 
with General McArthur tn his expedition there, 
by which the quiet of the frontier was secured. 
And there isa third Shawnee, sitting there with 
his two friends. Heisthesonof a true and brave 
chief, called Captain Tommy, a son of an Indian 
aid-de-camp to General Harrison, who was with 
him during his operations in the Northwest, and 
possessed, as well as merited, our confidence; and, 
for many years, while they occupred that country, 
I had relations, political and personal, with the 
Shawnees, which left a deep impression upon my 
mind; and whenever they are in any difficulty, I 
will remember them and their bravery and fidelity, 
and endeavor to be useful to them. 

Now, a word in regard to this treaty. In 1825 
a treaty was executed in the State of Missouri 
providing for the removal of that band of Shawnee 
Indians living at Cape Girardeau, to lands west 
of the State. Sir, in that very year | was in- 
structed to visit the Shawnees of Ohio, in order to 
persuade them to join their countrymen west of 
Missouri, and they peremptorily refused to do so 
They would not stir one step, because they liked 
their position, and did not wish to abanden it 
Now, what does this treaty provide? It provides, 
‘* that in consideration of the cession aforesaid, 
‘the United States do hereby agree to give to the 
‘Shawnee tribe of Indians within the State of 
* Missouri, for themselves and for those of the 
‘same nation now residing in Ohio, who may here- 
‘after emigrate to the west of the Mississippi, a 
‘tract of land equal to fifty miles square.’’ 

It is my decided conviction, that when that 
treaty was made, it was not expected nor intended 
that the whole of the Ghio Indians would go to 
take possession of this land. At the very tme I 
was with the Ohio Shawnees, there were delegates 
from the Missouri Indians asking them to go, and 

they would not do it. | am satisfied that this 
clause was inserted to induce as many as chose to 
go to do so, holding out the inducement that if 
they would go they would be sure of a residence; 
but I do nat beheve it was contemplated at all o1 
expected that the whole band of the Ohio Shaw- 
nees would come in under this clause. Why 
For an obvious reason. Certain it is, that we 
have obtained a double consideration for the land. 
We have a cession of the Cape Girardeau and of 
the Ohio lands—the two tracts—and we have paid 
but one consideration, the reservation west of Mis- 
souri, which was expressly given for the Cape 
Girardeau purchase. 

The Ohio Indians would not have needed such 
a provision if they had intended to emigrate in a 
body. They had lands of theirown. They had 
the same powers as the other Indians to go and 
secure a country for themselves; but what did the 


United States do? They sold in 1825, to their rel- 
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atives and friends in Missouri, a given tract of 
land, and then in 1831, resold a part of it to these 
very Indians upon Wapaghkonetta, saying to 
them, ‘* Go you and occupy 100,000 acres of what 
you were authorized to occupy seven years ago.”’ 
I do not see that there can be any doubt upon this 
question; and certainly, looking to their relations 
with the United States previously, and to the con- 
duct of these Indians, and their intelligence—for 
they are the most intelligent Indians upon our bor- 


ders—looking to the pertinacity with which they 


adhere to this claim, and to the fact that they are 
perfectly convinced of the justice of it, having pros- 
ecuted it for years, and looking to the equity 
which ought to characterize our intercourse with 
all the Indians, and to the faithful conduct of these 
Indians in dark and doubtful times, I think we 
ought to allow this claim without hesitation. What 
is such a claim to thisGovernment?) Why, these 
Indian claims are not to be measured, as I said the 
other day,as you measure a matter in dispute be- 
fore a justice of peace. You must look to your 
relative position with them, and consider that 
you have superior strength and intelligence; you 
may spread out before them your designs, and 
your papers, but they have a very imperfect idea 
of what is upon your piece of paper. How can 
the Lndians understand with precision what is writ- 
ten? They cannotdo it, and you cannot explain it 
to them. They look upon it, but can acquire 
but very general conceptions of it. They trust to 
you. They have a general idea of what you give 
them and of what they yield; but as to any cor- | 
rect understanding of the minute details of the 
treaty, their notions are necessarily imperfect. It 
is, therefore, our duty to look at the claim, and | 
not rigidly insist upon every word, when we are 
satisfied that they have a fair claim upon us. 

Now, | will not oppose this proposition of the | 
Senator from Arkansas, although [ would much | 
rather the appropriation stood upon its original 
ground; but I do beg the honorable Senator from | 
Arkansas, together with the chairman of the 
Committee on [Indians Affairs, [Mr. Arcuison,] | 
whom | know to be actuated by the best motives, 
to appropriate a small sum for the expenses of this 
delegation, that they may not find themselves here 
without the means of returning. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Certainly; I have no ob- | 


Mr. CASS. It will be but a small amount. 
Let us pay these men who have come here to see 
to this claim; and then if gentlemen insist upon it, 
we can between this and the next session investi- 
gate the matter, and see what can be done. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 do not rise to answer | 
the question, who killed Tecumseh? That has | 
been a question which has been mooted consider- 
ably in the State of Kentucky, and indeed a great 
deal discussed many years ago. The claims of 
Colonel Johnson, and of a private soldier by the | 
name of King, were brought before the people of 
that State, and made the topic of investigation very 
generally, but it is a matter of great indifference as 
to who accomplished that act. They were equally 
brave men, and either one of them would have per- 
formed the feat with as much cheerfulness as the 
other. Lleave that subject undisposed of. 

| have a word or two to say with regard to this 
claim, circumstances having induced me to look a 
little into it. Tam decidedly of opinion that this 
money, legally and properly belongs exclusively 
to the Ohio tribe of Shawnees, and that the Mis- 
souri tribe of Shawnees have no interest in it, ex- 
cept so far as it may be conceded to them by the 
Ohie tribe. Butl am very happy to see that fra- | 
ternal spirit which has been manifested and ex- | 
pressed in the paper which the honorable Senator 
from Michigan has caused to be read, and laid 
upon the table. Iam prepared, and I am willing 
to vote this appropriation, and to make up the 
compensation to them, now, provided that the 
rights of the Government can be sufficiently guard- 
ed, and all that I rise for is to express the hope, 
that my friend from Arkansas {[Mr. Sesastian] 
will modify his amendment in such a manner as | 
to require that a relinquishment shall be made by 
the Ohio tribe, of their claim to the 100,000 acres 
and for all future compensation from the Govern- 
ment, sufficiently explicit to justify the payment, 
immediately, to the whole tribe. Ifsuch an amend- | 
ment can be adopted [ will vote for the appropria- | 
tion immediately. 

If the Senate will give me their attention, I will | 
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attempt to show that this is a just appropriation, | 
and I think the grounds upon which the claim | 
rests can be so presented that no one can gainsay 
them. By the treaty made with the Missouri 
Shawnees on the 7th of November, 1825, it was 
stipulated to give to the Missouri Shawnees, in 
consideration of land which they owned upon the 
Mississippi river, fifty miles square of territory. 
That fifty miles square was, by the terms of the 
treaty, adjoining the southwest angle of the State 
of Missouri; but the treaty contained a provision, 
that if the Indians did not wish to select the land 
there, they might take it elsewhere. In pursu- 
ance of that provision, the fifty miles square were, 
in the end, laid off for them upon the Kansas 
river. Now the Senate will be pleased to remem- 
ber that these fifty miles square were to be given 
by the Government to the Missouri Indians in 
consideration of the title which they had to the 
land upon the Mississippi river. Inthe treaty of 
1825 this clause was inserted, which I will now 
read, and which constitutes the foundation upon 
which all the difficulty rests: 


“It is further agreed by the contracting parties, that, in | 
consideration of the cession aforesaid, the United States do 
hereby agree to give to the Shawnee tribe of Indians within 
the State of Missouri, for themselves and for those of the | 
same nation now residing in Ohio, who may hereafter emi- 
grate to the west of the Mississippi, a tract of land equal to 
fifty (50) miles square.’ 


Now, sir, why was this insertion made, that | 
the United States would agree to give fifty miles 
square, if this is for themselves and for those of 
the Ohio Shawnees who might choose to emi- 


|| grate and settle with them. Why was it inserted? 


These Ohio Shawnees at that time were no parties 
to this treaty. They at that time held their own 
land in the State of Ohio, and the United States 
did not acquire the land of the Ohio Shawnees till 
1531, six years afterwards. Suppose these Ohio | 
Shawnees had never sold their lands to the United | 
States, might they not have retained them to this 
day? Nobody can deny that. Suppose that they 
had never emigrated and settled with the Missouri 
Shawnees. Was there any obligation until they 
were parties to the treaty? No, sir, none what- 
ever. Could anybody have compelled them to do 
it? No one whatever. Suppose the Ohio Shaw- 
nees had never sold their lands and emigrated and | 
amalgamated with the Missouri Shawnees, would 
not the Missouri Shawnees have held the whole 
of the fifty miles square, every foot of it? Can 
anybody ces it? Is it not a complete contract, 
by which the Missouri Shawnees would have held 
every foot of the fifty miles square in considera- 
tion of their lands which they surrendered upon | 
the Mississippi river? Nobody, it seems to me, 
can possily doubt it, if they will take the trouble | 
to look at the facts. 
Well, sir, six years after that the Ohio Shaw- 
nees agree to sell their land to the United States; | 
and in the treaty of 1831 with the Ohio Shawnees | 
the United States assume that they will lay off 
out of the fifty miles square 100,000 acres, to be 
exclusively appropriated for the use of the Ohio 
Shawnees. What right had the United States to 
carve out any special part of these fifty miles 
square, which they had given before to the Mis- | 
souri Shawnees, so that the Ohio Shawnees should 
have it? That was a mere act of courtesy on the 
part of the Missouri Shawnees to say: we will | 
receive our brethren, if they choose to come. But | 
there was no right in the United States to select | 
one foot of the 100,000 acres, or any part of that 
territory which had been given to the Missouri 
Shawnees, and say we will set that apart exclu- 
sively for the use of the OhioShawnees. Yet the | 
Government did do it, and | say that the Govern- 
ment had no right to do that. The title of the | 
Missouri Shawnees was complete to the whole of 
the fifty miles square, independent of the title by 
this treaty, which took place six years after with 
the Ohio Shawnees. This being the fact, what is 
the condition of things? You have obtained from 
the Ohio Shawnees their lands, and you have 
promised them 100,000 acres within this tract of 
fifty miles square, which you had already stip- 
ulated that the Missouri Shawnees should have; 
and you said that if good lands could not be ob- 
tained within that tract, then you would give them | 
100,000 acres adjoining somewhere else. You 
never did give them the 100,000 acres adjoining; 
you had no right to give it within the tract of fifty 
miles square. It is as clear as that two and two 
make four, that you have obtained the lands of || 











the Ohio Shawnees, and never paid a cent for them, 
That is the state of the case. These Ohio Shaw- 
nees ought to be paid either in money or in land. 
You promised them 100,000 acres of land, and 
you did not give it. You cannot, if you are faith- 
ful to the Missouri Shawnees, take it out of that 
tract, which you had given six years before to 
them; and you have never laid it off in any ad- 
joining tract according to the treaty of 1831, al- 
though you have pocketed the money of the Ohio 
Shawnees. 

Now, what has been done? I say that, accord- 
ing to the letter which has been read here, and 
which is highly creditable to the hearts of the 
Ohio Shawnees, if they are agreed that the money 
shall be divided in common among them—and it 
is said that the Missouri Shawnees have allowed 
the Ohio Shawnees to participate in their annui- 
ties—if they are tie that the Missouri Indians 
shall participate, I think it would be right enough 
to make the appropriation for them all in common. 
But the Ohio Shawnees ought to make some relin- 
quishment to the United States of their claim to 
this land, or that country which has been sold to 
the United States. If my friend from Arkansas 
{[Mr. Sesastian] could so modify his amendment 
as to embrace that—and I merely make the sug- 
gestion to him—I think we might make the appro- 
priation absolute. The proviso as it now stands 
Is— 

** Provided, however, That said tribe of Indians shall first 
express their assent that the payment of the above sum 


shall be made equally to the whole tribe rather than to 
either division thereof.” 


If the Senator will so alter the proviso as to 


' include that portion of the Missouri Indians who 


formerly constituted a portion of the Ohio Shaw- 
nees, and then add at the end of the section some 
words providing further that they shall relinquish 
all claims to which they might be entitled by the 
treaty of 1831, 1 could agree to the appropriation 
being made at once. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The amendment which I 
have offered embraces the very suggestions which 
the Senator from Kentucky has made. It pro- 
vides that the money shall be received in common 
between the Missouri and the Ohio Shawnees; 
that they shall enjoy the grant in common; and it 
provides further that they shall release their claims 
on the Government to the exclusive right to the 
hundred thousand acres of land provided by the 
treaty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Precisely. I will state 
to my friend the difference between the two propo- 
sitions to which | wish to call his attention. I ap- 
orove entirely of the provisions of his amendment. 
| think they embrace exactly my wishes. But if 
I comprehend those provisions, the payment of 
the money cannot take place until all the other 
things specified take place. My object was to 
have the amendment made in such a manner that 
when the relinquishment of the claim is made in 
full, the money may be paid over without further 
delay. I am so thoroughly convinced of the pro- 
priety and justice of this claim that I would be 
willing to make the appropriation without further 
delay. Hence, I make the suggestion to my friend 
that if he will make the amendment I have inti- 
mated, the appropriation might become absolute, 
and the money could be taken out of the Treasury 
upon the execution of a relinquishment of the 
claims of these Indians against the United States. 
That is the only difference between my proposi- 


| tion and that of my friend from Arkansas. But 


if that does not meet with his approbation, and 
some other friend does not propose such an amend- 
ment, [ shall certainly vote for the amendment 
which he has offered. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator can attain 
his object by moving to strike out that portion of 
my amendment which prevents the appropriation 
from being absolute and unconditional. The rea- 
son why I cannot myself accede to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Kentucky is, that this amend- 
ment is offered by me, under the direction of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. It is not my own 
individual amendment, but I express the view of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in offering it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 know there is some 
little difficulty in a gentleman occupying my posi- 
tion interfering with the business of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, or any other committee, 
when they understand the business so much bet- 
ter than I profess todo. They can immediately 
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place the amendment in a proper shapes; but if 
any obstacle arises, | can look at the amendment 
and endeavor to make its praseology conform to 
my views. I would be glad if some gentleman 
would prepare an amendment to meet my views, 
to provide that the money shall be given forth- 
with. 

One word now with regard to these Shawnee 
Indians. As my friend from Michigan has talked 
about them, allow me to say that I have stood side 
by side with some of them in the battles of the | 
country, in the war of 1812, and I believe they 
are, of all the Indians upon the continent of Amer- 
ica, the most formidable foes when they are your 
enemies, and the most reliable friends when they 
stand by your side. 

Mr. CASS. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to ask him if he cannot state the good conduct 
of Tecumseh and some of his countrymen; and 
how serviceable he was? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Lam going to do it. It 
was with that object I adverted to the subject. I 
was going to state a fact, which, perhaps, ought to 
be made historical. I saw Tecumseh with my 
own eyes; and | saw him under circumstances 
which made an impression upon my heart which 
never can be eradicated. He was, personally, one 
of the finest-looking men that my eyes ever gazed 
upon. He had all the lineaments of nature’s no- 
blemen. He had an eye of fire, and a counte- 
nance which showed the keenest enterprise, and 
the greatest genius, and a capacity for military 
operations such as 1 have hardly ever witnessed 
in the form of a man in my life. And, with itall, 
he had something like that heavenly benevolence 
which always goes with the character of an ele- 
vated and great man. Upon the occasion of which 
I speak he interposed to save the lives of those 
who were being butchered by the Pottawatomies 
and other tribes of Indians. 

Mr. CASS. _ I hope the honorable Senator will 
be good enough to state the fact, that he himself 
was there, and knew all about it. The honorable 
Senator was wounded there. I want the Senate 
to understand the condition of those Indians. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the fact; but I 
do not like to speak of myself. I was there. The 
facts I speak of in relation to Tecumseh are true, 
and they ought to be historical. He was then 
dressed in the Indian costume, riding on a fine 
horse, having at his side one of the most elegant 
English swords that I ever saw; and wore the 
title of brigadier general in the British service. 

Mr. CASS. Did he not stop the massacre? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have already said that 
he did interpose, and did stop the massacre. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I am very glad to 
have these historical reminiscences brought to our 
notice. They interest us not only as matter of 
general history, but as connected with some of 
our own honored members. I have no objection 
to the time which has been spent in alluding to 
them, as they have been alluded to most feelingly 
and eloquently; but I do not perceive the connec- 
tion which they have with this question. Al- 
though it may be thought a little presumptuous 
in me, in the matter of a claim upon the Govern- 
ment, to ditfer from my honorable friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop,] especially—be- 
cause I find him in general so very accurate in his 
investigations—yet [ must say, that [ differ with 
him entirely in regard to his whole view of this 
subject. Before I proceed, however, to state m 
own views, as I am disposed to do, not at muc 
length, however, but as briefly as I can, after the 
manner of reading a lawyer’s brief, if possible, 
I wish to call for the reading of Mr. Mosely’s 
letter, in order that the Senate may have what I 
consider to be the true view of the facts estab- 
lished in this case, as they are recorded in the his- 
tory of this Government. And then, if the Senate 
choose, from generosity to this noble band of In- 
dians, to make this donation to the Shawnees, I 
shall not obstinately object; or if they need this 
money, (considering the fidelity which they have 
exhibited to the United States since they have be- 
come its friends,) to aid them in the education of 
their children, and to make more rapid advances 
in civilization, I do not know that I should object 
very obstinately against the payment of the sum 
of money which they now demand. But before I 

roceed with my explanation, I wish that the 
Secseie 2 Senator from Michigan would send to 








the chair, for the purpose of having it read, the letter || up since the delegation arrived in this city. 
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of Mr. Moseley, the Indian agent. I want to see 
what are the facts stated in that letter. 


The Secretary according read the following 
letter: 
Kansas Acency, March 4, 1852. 
Sir: On the 2d instant I was requested to attend a gen 


eral council of the chiefs, counsellors, and headmen of the 
Shawnee tribe of Indians, at their usual place of meeting. 
When assembied, the chiefs made known to me, through 
the United States interpreter, that it was the wish of the 
entire tribe to send a delegation on to Washington, for the 
purpose of settling with the Government for whatever bal 

ance may be due their tribe, in virtue of a treaty made at 
Wa.paugh-konnetta, in the State of Ohio, on the 8th day 
of August, A. D. 1831, and ratified by the Senate of the 
United States, on the 6th day of April, A. D. 1832. 

The chiefs now requested me to draw up an instrument 
and general power of attorney for them to sign, authorizing 
their delegates, with the power and authority of the tribe, 
to make settlement with the United States Government for 
all balances due said tribe, in virtue of said treaty, and to 
sign, seal, and deliver to the United States Government, 
the necessary and proper receipts for whatever received. 

Blackhoof, one of the principal chiefs of the tribe, Cap 
tain Joseph Parks, Sar-kee-se-moe, another chief, and Spy 
Buck, a councillor, were duly chosen and appointed as 
delegates by said general council, to proceed to Washing 
ton in discharge of their mission. 

That portion of the seventh article of said treaty of Au 
gust, 1831, which the tribe desire to settle, will be found as 
follows: ** Said fund to be continued during the pleasure 
‘of Congress, unless the chiefs of the said tribe or band, 
* by and with the consent of their people in general council 

assembled, should desire that the fund thus to be created 
should be dissolved and paid over to them ; in which case 
the President shall cause the same to be paid, if, in his 
discretion, he shall believe the happiness and prosperity 
‘ of said tribe would be promoted thereby.’’ It is agreed 
in this general council assembled, that the sum of money 
found to be due in virtue of said treaty, when received, shall 
‘be for the use and benefit of the e ntire Shawnee tribe 

In giving an opinion, as agent for this tribe of Indians, 
with regard to the beneficial uses to be made by the Shaw 
nees of this fund, I take great pleasure in stating, that the 
Shawnees are advancing more extensively in the moral and 
other useful employments and business than any of the 
tribes of this agency, or any of the adjoining ones. The 
chiefs stated to me that the object in getting possession of 
this fund due them is mainly to build for their tribe a good 
saw and grist-mill—the one heretofore built by the Gov 
ernment for them having long since gone to decay and ruin. 
They also wish to build for the tribe a comfortable council 
house ; the balance, if any, will be distributed per capita 
to the tribes, for the purpose ot enabling them to pay their 
debts, improve their houses, and enlarge their farms. 

I cannot do otherwise than give it as my opinion that the 
money, when received, will be expended by them judi 
ciously, by a very large majority of the tribe, if not the 
whole of them. 

Thus believing, knowing well their wishes and condition, 
I hope the President may, according to the unanimous wish 
of the tribe, direct that the funds reterred to be paid over to 
the delegates sent, as provided by said treaty of 1831, be 
lieving the Shawnee people will be benefited thereby, as I 
have great confidence in their general prudence and man- 
agement of the things pertaining to their melioration as a 
people. 

The delegates sent are personally known to me; they 
are among the most influential and respectable, moral, and 
discreet men of the tribe. Blackhoofand Sar-kee-se-moe are 
chiefs of great influence; Spy Buck is an influential coun- 
cillor; Captain Joseph Parks is too well known at the De- 
partment to require indorsement from me. They all well 
deserve the kind notice and attention of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and I bespeak for them an early action in the busi- 
ness which takes them to the seat of Government. 

The chiefs of the Shawnee tribe request me to say to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, that in the event the dele 
gates should not succeed in receiving from the Government 
the funds now expected by the treaty of 1831, they wish the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to furnish the delegates a 
sufficient suin of money, out of the annuity due them for 
1852, as will defray their expenses, incurred by them in 
going to and returning from Washington, and any receipts 

| given by them, shall be good and valid to the United States, 
against their tribe forthe sum advanced out of the said an- 
nuity of 1852. Most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS MOSELEY, Jr., 
United States Indian Agent. 


nan 


nan 


Colonel D. D. MircHett, 
Superintendent Indian Affairs, St. Louis, Missouri. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I called for the 
reading of the letter, that there might be some dis- 
tinct ground upon which to base some of the re- 
marks which I propose to make on this subject. 
I find a general disposition among the members of 
the Senate to vote this claim. I repeat what I said 
a moment ago, that if it should be the pleasure of 
the Senate to be generous to this tribe, I should 
not be pertinacious in my objection, particularly 
since the associations which some of our honored 
members and distinguished friends have brought 
to our notice, however defective the claim may be 
as a question of right. I had the letter read for 
the purpose of showing to the Senate that this dele- 
gation came here to prosecute no such claim as 
that now presented. It is a remarkable fact in 
the history of its progress, although I will not 
undertake to say it never existed heretofore, yet 
the presumption is very fair, that it has been set 
At 
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all events, I have heard it said that until 1844 or 


1846, no such claim was ever thought of against 
the Government. Now, all at once, since this 
delegation has arrived here, has this new claim 


ripened into such truth, and discovered to be found- 
ed upon such strong reasons of rustice, as well 
as of generosity, that I find honorable Senators—— 
even those who are most watchful upon occasions 
of this kind—ready to cive their 
solute appropriation of 
money. 

The proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas proposes to refer the question of the 
liability of this Government for this claim, 
opinion of the Attorney General. I have creat 
confidence in the opinion of the Attorney Generu! 


ab- 
of 


assent to an 


this large amount 


to the 


and doubt not that if he were to rive the question 
a thorough investigation, he would arrive at a cor- 


rect conclusion, and do justice both to the Shaw- 
nees and the Government of the United States. 
But I am at a loss to conceive why, in sucha case 
as the present, it is necessary to refer the decision 
of ate aquestion to any 
ment. Ido not see the necessity of making any 
provisional legislation upon the subject, unless we 
are first satisfied that there is some ground to sup- 
pose that the claim ts well-founded, 

I should like to know from the honorable Sena- 
tor from Michigan, | Mr. ¢ »] who is more in- 
timately acquainted than I am, from his reading 
and long experience with the Indians, and has 
more knowledge of the history of the various tribes 
that inhabit the western frontier, whether his his- 
torical recollection or knowledge have never led 
him to trace the former connection of these Shaw- 
nees living in Missouri, at the time the treaty of 

825 was made, and those that lived in Ohio at the 
same time. When were they separated? Were 
they not a part of the same original tribe of In 
dians? They bear the same name. They are a 
kindred people. When did they become sepa- 
rated. 

Mr. CASS. If the honorable Senator wishes 
me to answer the question, I would say that I do 
not know when they wereseparated. It is along 
while back, before I knew anything about them. 
It is a most common occurrence in Indian history 
for tribes to separate. I suppose this tribe must 
have separated sixty orseventy yearsago. They 
have been separated during the last forty years, 
during which time I have known them. =~ 

Mr. BELL. My information is that these In- 
dians of Ohio, of whose sagacity the honorable 
Senator has spoken so eloquently—when they 
found that they were to be swept from the country 
which they occupied on this side of the Missis- 
sippi—when they found that the powerful people 
who had settled the Atlantic slope would never 
give them rest while they were within any terri- 
tory which they could lay claim to, particularly 
after the Revolution,in which the independence of 
the United States was won—they all went west of 
the Mississippi together. They petitioned the 
Spanish Government for the privilege of estab- 
lishing themselves on the right bank of the Mis 
sissippi. The Baron de Carondelet made a grant 
to them, which has been alluded to in the debate, 
to hold the tract of territory near Cape Girardeau. 
But the grant was made to them in the usual way 
under which the Indians held lands of the Spanish 
Government, which is the same as our own, pro- 
viding specifically, that when they thought proper 
to remove, their lands should revert to the Gov- 
ernment, and be public property. This grant of 
the Baron de Carsodslet to the Shawnee Indians, 
was made in 1793, I believe. All the Shawnees 
went there, except, perhaps, a few stragglers. I 
know that there were some on the Tennessee river 
remaining. That is the narrative which I have 
had of it. I have understood that they all re- 
mained in Missouri till 1805, or until some later 
period, when this Ohio band returned and estab- 
lished themselves north of the Ohio. 

Mr. CASS. Will the Senator allow me to ob- 
serve, that his information on the subject is not 
warranted by the historical facts. These Indians 
were on the Maumee in 1794, and a treaty was 
made with them in 1795. A portion of these very 
Indians were then in that same region. ; 

Mr. BELL. I know that in 1794 and 1795, a 
part of this tribe were with the Creeks and C on. 
okees on the Tennessee river; and they were some 
of the most formidable enemies that the settlers 

| on the Tennessee and Cumberland rivers had to 
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contend with, and a portion of them may still have | 
remained in Ohio, But, at whatever period they 

settled on the right bank of the Mississippi, under 

this grant, my information is, that those bands 

that remained in Ohio, and were treated with in 

1831, were a part of the same tribe which resided 

in Missouri. At what precise period what are | 
called the Ohio Shawnees returned from the west | 
to the east of the Mississippi, I do not know; but 

it stems to be certain that they did return and settle 

the Ohio, and then they got possession of the 

lands which they ceded to us by the treaty of 

1331. This explanation is necessary in order to 

understand the treaty of 1825. Ican assure the 

honorable Senator from Kentucky, that he is mis- 


taken in regard to there being any separate right of | 
the Shawnees of Missouri to these fifty miles | 


square. The article of the treaty of 1825, by 
which we obtained the cession from the Shawnees, 
is in these words: 


‘It is further agreed by the contracting parties, that in 
consideration ef the cession aforesaid, the United States 
do hereby agree to give to the Shawnee tribe of Indians, 
within the State of Missouri, for themselves, and for those 
of the same nation now residing in Ohio, who may here- 
after emigrate to the west of the Mississippt.”’ 


Then it was given to the very people who ori- 
ginally constituted part of the band who held the 
twenty-five miles square in the neighborhood of 
Cape Girardeau. ‘This tract of fifty miles square 
west of the State of Missouri, was intended as a 
provision for the Missouri Indians, and for those 
who had separated from them many years before 
and settled in Ohio. Those Ohio Indians were a 
part of the very tribe to whom the twenty-five 
miles square of land were ceded by the Spanish 
Government. 

Again, sir, it became the policy of this Govern- 
ment, and it was acted upon in several treaties 
prior to 1825, to collect all the scattered bands and 
tribes of Indians residing in any part of the States, 
or within the organized Territories of the United 
States, and place them upon territory without the 
organized boundaries of the States and Territories. 
That was the pelicy pursued, | know, in the 
Creek and Cherokee treaties of 1817 and 1819. 
We have a right to presume, from our knowledge 
of the then policy of the Government, that the 
treaty of 1825 was made with the view of provid- 
ing a home for the Shawnee Indians who were in 
Ohio when they should cede their lands in that 
State. This is an additional argument to show, | 
that the provision in the treaty of 1825, requiring 
the Missouri Shawnees to admit their brethren of 
Ohio to share with them a part of the fifty miles 
square ceded by the Government in that treaty, | 
was made in pursuance of an original right and 
claim of the Ohio Shawnees in the grant of the 
Spanish Government, to be admitted to enjoy a | 
part of the fifty miles square. It was further ne- 
cessary to make this provision, to carry out the 
policy of the Government, to collect all these bands 
together, get them out of the States as rapidly as 
possible, and concentrate them upon some sepa- 
rate Indian territory, where they could be free from 
the molestations of the whites, and could govern | 
themselves according to their ancient usages. I 
wesume the honorable Senator from Michigan 


has no knowledge of the history of this tribe that | 


will contradict that statement of mine with regard 
to their being originally of the same band. 

The twenty-five miles square were ceded by the 
Spanish Government to the entire Shawnee tribe 
including those that afterwards removed to Ohio. | 
{t was with those that removed to Missouri that 
the treaty of 1825 was made. Under that treaty | 
the Missouri Shawnees ceded the twenty-five | 
miles square, equal to 625,000 acres of land, which | 
had been ceded by the Spanish Government. Hon- | 
orable Senators have said that there was no con- 
sideration given by this Government to the Ohio 
Shawnees for their Ohio lands, ceded by the treaty 
of 1831, in which it was provided that the Shaw- 
nees of Ohio should have 100,000 acres of land out 
of the fifty miles square given to the Shawnees of 
Missouri by the treaty of 1825. They have said 
that the 100,000 acresofland had already been ceded 
by the treaty of 1825, and that the Government of 
the United States had nothing to give—that it was 
a fraud, on the part of the Government, on the In- 
dians in Ohio. Now, let us see what they did give 
by the treaty of 1825 to the Indians of Ohio, as 
well as the Indians of Missouri. The twenty- 
five miles square which the Shawnees of Missouri | 
then held in the neighborhood of Cape Girardeau, | 


they gave up for fifty miles square, which was 
ceded by the Government, on the western border of 
the Stateof Missouri. The Government gave them 
four square miles for one—gave them four acres 
forone. In the neighborhood of Cape Girardeau 
they held 625,000; and upon the Kansas, un- 
der the treaty of 1825, the Government gave them 
1,600,000 acres of land, four times the quantity 
they formerly held. The Government did not 
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only double the amount which might well be sup- | 


posed to have been quite sufficient for the bands 
still remaining in Missouri, but having in view the 
removal of the Ohio band, the Government gave 
four acres to one—four square miles to one, a tract 
of fifty miles square. 

As some appeal has been made to the generous 
feelings of the American people and of the Senate 
upon this subject, | would like Senators to ex- 
plain to me the value of the fifty miles square given 
by the Government to the Shawnees upon the 
Kansas river. I understand that that land is worth, 
upon an average, $5 per acre to-day, and that 
two thirds of it is worth $10 an acre. These 
Shawnees are, at this day, the richest tribe in 
America, in proportion to their numbers. 

I come now to the treaty of 1831. Under the 
second article of that treaty these Shawnees set 
up the claim now under consideration for them- 
selves, as the claim was originally understood, 
and now, it is said, for the whole tribe. That ar- 
ticle is in these words: 

‘Tn consideration of the cessions stipulated in the fore- 


going article, the United States agree to cause the said tribe 
or band of Shawnees, consisting of about four hundred 


| souls, to be removed in a convenient and suitable manner 


to the western side of the Mississippi river, and will grant 
by patent in fee-simple to them and their heirs forever, as 
long as they shall exist as a nation, and remain upon the 
same, a tract of land to contain 100,000 acres, to be located, 
under the direction of the President of the United States, 
within the tract of land equal to fifty miles square, which 
was granted to the Shawnee Indians of the State of Mis- 


souri, by the second article of a treaty made at the city of 


St. Louis, in said State, with the said Shawnees, of Mis 


| souri, by William Clark, superintendent of Indian affairs, 
| on the 7th day of November, in the year 1825; andin which 


it is provided that the grant aforesaid shall be for the Shaw- 
nee tribe of Indians within the State of Missouri, and for 
those of the same nation now residing in Ohio, who may 


hereafter emigrate to the west of the Mississippi; but if 


there should not be a sufficiency of good land unocupied 
by the Shawnee Indians, who have already settled on 
the tract granted, as aforesaid, by the said treaty of St. 
Louis, then the tract of 100,000 acres, hereby granted to the 
said Shawnees of Ohio, parties to this compact, shall be lo- 
cated, under the direction of the President of the United 
States, on lands contiguous to the said Shawnees of Mis- 
souri, or On any other unappropriated lands within the dis- 
trict of country designed for the emigrating Indians of the 
United States.”’ 


That shows the policy of the Government. | 


Honorable Senators may inquire why the Gov- 


ernment designated 100,000 acres for those In- | 


dians? [I presume the Indians insisted onit. Why 


does the treaty go on to provide that if 100,000 | 


acres of good land cannot be found within the fifty | 
miles square, these Indians should be located on | 


good lands, to be designated by the President, 
contiguous to the fifty miles square; and if not 
there, at any other place that should be agreed 
upon? I presume—because we have as much 
right to make inferences on this side of the ques- 
tion as there is upon the other—that it was be- 
cause, as the Shawnees of Ohio were ceding about 
100,000 acres in the State of Ohio, they wanted to 


make sure of at least 100,000 acres of good land | 


in the country to which they were invited to re- 
move. 

Honorable Senators have said, under this head, 
that the Government of the United States had not 
the power to carry into execution this part of the 
treaty of 1831. What has been the fact in rela- 
tion to it? The Indians agreed to remove under 
the treaty of 1831. They did remove. They 
settled with their brethren of Missouri within this 
tract of fifty milessquare. They have lived since 
as one tribe—as one band of Indians—as a band 
of brothers, claiming what? Claiming the whole 
fifty miles square; and, as you have heard an- 
nounced by honorable Senators who take the 
other side of this question, they admit that they 
have been receiving annuities in common, no dis- 
tinction being made between the Ohio Shawnees 
and the Missouri Shawnees—claiming no sepa- 
rate rights or privileges—governed by one council 
—uniting in the selection of the same delegates— 
controlling their people as one people, without 
regard to their former separation, which might 
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that they were originally the same tribe of Indians. 
We hear of no separation among them—of no di- 
vision—and they regard themselves as one band. 

Honorable Senators say that these Indians have 
not received the 100,000 acres of land stipulated in 
the treaty of 1831. I should like to know how 
that is made out. The 100,000 acres provided to 
be granted to them under the treaty of 1831, 
were not be held in fee-simple, technically. The 
Shawnees were not at liberty to hold the land in 
severalty, as individuals, and sell at their pleasure; 
but an express provision was made, that they 
should hold—I may use words which are nearly 
equivalent, and which mean the same thing—the 
lands, as Indian lands are generally held under the 
public law of this country, as long as they con- 
tinue to occupy them as a nation, or until they 
agree to sell them to the Government of the 
United States. The patent proposed to be issued 
was limited, and was not to extend beyond the 
Indian tenure,—I mean the tenure by which In- 
dians generally hold land before it is purchased 
by the United States. 

Then honorable Senators say, that the Gov- 
ernment has not complied with this contract 
Sir, I deny the assertion. The Government has 
complied with the contract. It has given these In- 
dians not only 100,000 acres of land, but about 
900,000 acres, which are held by the same tenure 
that they held their lands in Ohio, or would have 
held them if there had been a patent issued to them 
according to the strict letter of the treaty of 1831. 

I very much question, after all that honorable 
Senators have said in behalf of the Indians who 
are making this application, that if we should 
agree to lay off 100,000 acres for them, according 
to the letter of the treaty of 1831, and explain to 
their brethren the consequences, the conditions to 
which they may be bound to comply if we make 
this grant to them, whether they would not reject 
it; and why? Because they would get merely 
100,000 acres of land, instead of 800,000 or 900,000 
acres, which they now hold, for if we are to issue 
a patent under the terms of the treaty, they will 
get but 100,000 acres. They will thus have to 
relinquish about 800,000 or 900,000 acres, which 
they now hold. Thus, if they separated them- 
selves from the other members of the tribe, and 
accepted the 100,000 acres, they would be less 
wealthy than they now are; they would be eight 
or ninefold less wealthy, when they came to be 
restricted to a tenancy, by Indian tenure, to 
100,000 acres; whereas, they now have at least 
800,000 or 900,000 acres. 

It will be remembered that a majority of those 
Indians are composed of the Ohio band; that they 
hold in common with the others; neither party 
sets up a separate claim to the fifty miles square, 
containing 1,600,000 acres; but they hold the land 
in common. They hold the councils of their gov- 
ernment as one band of Indians, without reference 
to their former temporary separation. ‘hey man- 
age their concerns as one government, just as 
much as the Cherokees, the Creeks, the Chicka- 
saws, or the Choctaws. Hence I say, that if this 
provision were made, as I understand the grounds 
on which it is proposed to be made, the Indians 
belonging to the Ohio band ought to protest against 
it; for they would be reduced to comparative pov- 
erty, relatively to the other portion of the tribe; 
for I understand that the Missouri Shawnees are 
only about three or four hundred souls; whereas, 
the Ohio band has now increased to about five 
hundred. 

Honorable Senators may inquire why seventy 
cents an acre were reserved in the treaty of 1831. 
In fact, my honorable friend from Kentucky has 
undertaken to state that we have never paid the 
Indians a cent for the lands which they have ceded 
in the Stateof Ohio. The honorable Senator can- 
not have looked into the subject at all, or he would 
not have made such a statement. Why, I under- 
stand that the Government now has, 'in stocks 
for these Indians, the amount of $39,000, being 
the remainder of the proceeds of the sales of their 
lands in Ohio by the Government, after deducting 
the expenses of their removal west, and severa 
items provided for them in the treaty of 1831. 
They have been regularly paid the interest upon 
that amount; and it seems that the interest upon 
these lands has been distributed among the whole 
band; and they have been paid interest from the 
time of the sale of their lands under the treaty of 


have been expected when you refer to the fact | 1831. That is certainly something. 
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